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EDITORIAL 

WORKERS’ UNITY Tiff KEY 


For all those who mistakenly expected a 
fighting lead against the Wage Freeze from 
the TUC conference, the final decisions 
will come as a grave shock. The message 
from the bureaucrats is loud and clear - 
there will be no fight if we can help it.Not 
only did the TUC studiously avoid any 
mention of the defeat of workers during 
Phase Two. but they decided that they 
would have to do the ‘responsible’ thing 
and continue to meet Heath. 

Basnett of the GMWL, notorious for his 
sell-out of the gasworkers earlier this year 
unashamedly put the line that since there 
was likely to be an election fairly soon , 
“we must not, in a petulant fashion, embar- 
ass ourselves, we must embarass the 
government” - in other words, keep chat¬ 
ting with Heath, sell the workers down the 
river, and vote Labour next time. This 
“respectable” front has to be maintained 
despite the fact that everybody at the TUC 
knows the talks will break down. Quite 
clearly, the trade union leaders are giving 
the Heath government a breathing space to 
prepare for the inevitable confrontation this 
autumn or winter, a bit more time to sell 
their package deal - a deal which can only 
mean a further vicious attack on working 
class living standards. 

Nevertheless, if the bureaucrats aren’t 
worried about Phase Three, rank and file 
trade unionists are. As the cut into real 
wages accelerates with price rises being 
announced everyday, bank and mortgage 


rates going through the roof and farther 
council house rent rises this month, workers 
have no choice but to fight back. 

Heath is in a vuherable position He ft 
facing a vast explosion of working class 
resentment and anger against the freeze. 
Electricians, railwaymen. public service 
employees and, in particular, the engineers 
and the miners have lodged freeze-busting 
claims but militants must face up to the 
fact that the major activity of the bureau¬ 
cracy will consist of limiting, inhibiting, 
and attempting to defuse the situation. The 
only guarantee of success is unity of all 
workers in struggle against the freeze. A 
militant, united movement of rank and file 
trade unionists to fight against the govern¬ 
ment and, where necessary, the trade union 
bureaucrats is an absolute necessity. This 
movement must be organised at both a 
national and local level to co-ordinate act¬ 
ivity and launch concerted action against 
the government and the forces of repression. 

This coming battle will lead to calls 
for a General strike to unify the struggles. 
This is necessary, since isolated struggles 
against a united enemy can only lead to 
defeats. But there are great dangers in a 
General Strike. 

The General Strike poses the question 
of workers’ power. The 1926 General Strike 
failed because the class-co laborators on 
the TUC General Council realised this and 
• opted for defeat rather than shatter the 
capitalist system. A General Strike led by 


the present General Council, limited to 
demands for piecemeal reforms (ie. repeal 
°f I R Act, for a wage rise or against a cut 
or even for a Labour government) is certain 
to be defeated unless it outgrows those 
demands and its leadership. 

Preparing for this is the most urgent 
task at the moment. This must be done by 
the organisation of rank and file bodies 
within the unions and the creation of eff¬ 
icient links between them 


THE BOMBINGS 


Those responsible for the present wave of 
bombin gs in Britain are consciously or 
unconsciously acting in the interests of tte 
British ruling class. Neither wing of the 
IRA has claimed responsibility, yet it is 
clear that at least a section of the Provis¬ 
ionals acting independently caused some 
or the attacks. It is also clear that the 
Special Branch or its agents have planted 
bombs. 

A bombing campaign of this type in Brit 
ain is politically disastrous for the Repub¬ 
lican movement. Its military value is non¬ 
existent, and as a propaganda exercise its 
effect will be to increase British working 
class support for more repression in Ireland 
This is precisely why the State secret 
police have been active in adding to the 
number of bombings. The Littlejohn affair 


and the Dublin car bombings show that the 
ruling class has no qualms about who it 
kills and maims so long as its policies are 
furthered. 

It also provides the Tories with the ex¬ 
cuse they need to “crack-down” on Rep¬ 
ublicans and sympathisers in this country. 
Already the right wing Press and reactionar, 
MPs are screaming for the banning of the 
Republican and left-wing organisations Hie 
State will not hesitate to frame anybody 
for these bombings to keep the hysteria 
going and show that the forces of ‘law and 
order’ are on the ball, it creates the right 
atmosphere for the introduction of further 
repressive legislation aimed at the working 
class movement in this vountry. in their 
own interests British socialists and trade 
unionists must demand 

RELEASE IRISH POLITICAL PRISONERS 

END INTERNMENT NOW 

BRITISH TROOPS OUT OF IRELAND 


MANCHESTER ORA. & LANCASTER ORA. 


ENGINEERS' 

CLAIM 

MILITANT ACTION IS NON VITAL 


LIBERAL 
REVIVAL ? 


The fight for a living wage continues. The 
AUEWhave put in a claim for a £10 increase 
in basic rates - £35 for 35 hours. There must 
be no backing down on this demand. The Trade 
Union bureaucracy have allowed Phase 2 of the 
Tory wage freeze to bite into the standards of 
living of working people. They are quite pre¬ 
pared to accept Phase 3, unless the rank and 
file force their hand. 

Scanlon’s left' face is a fraud .Under his 
direction the last engineers dispute was 
allowed to degenerate into a localised , 
disunited and fragmented campaign, which gave 
the engineering workers few concrete gains. 

The lessons of 'he last dispute must be well 
learned — no repitition of this fiasco. In this 
situation, isolated local strikes can win little. 

The AUEW bureaucracy is attempting to keep 
its options open. They demand a reply to the 
claim this month or they will “consider” indus¬ 
trial action. This could mean anything: over¬ 
time bans, selective strikes, work to rule - in 
other words, a recipe for yet another defeat of 
the engineering workers. 

Scanlon cannot be trusted : witness the 
situation at Chrysler, where the AUEW instruct¬ 
ed members to work with blackleg labour, scab¬ 
bing in the electricians' dispute. 

We demand the full claim:£15 for )5 hours. 
Extra holidays and better holiday pay. Equal 
nay for women. Immediate national strike action 
if either the bosses or the government refuse 
the claim. Rank and file engineersmustorgahi.se 
united action with miners and all other workers 
in dispute. The bureaucrats let them win °hasc 
2. The rank and file must smash Phase 3. 

35 for 35 now 

United front of all workers in dispute 
smash the wage freeze 



SCANLON 


At a time of growing demands among the 
middle classes for law and order, it may seem 
suiprising that there is an increased vote for 
the Liberal Party, the traditional ‘moderate’ 
party in British politics.. The recent successes 
in by-elections and opinion polls - together 
with Dick Taveme’s victory as a ‘democratic’ 
Labour candidate at the Lincoln by-election - 
have led many newspaper editors to talk of the 
, emergence of a powerful ‘centre’ grouping to 
moderate the ‘extremities' of Labour and Tory 
politics. 

Not that Liberal leaders are anything more 
than unashamed capitalists who know which 
side they are on, in the struggle between bosses 
and workers. Jeremy Thorpe is involved in an 
extortionate second mortgage racket in London, 
conflicting with the howls of Liberal outrage 
against Heath for allowing mortgage rates to 
rise. Clement Freud is a director of the Hugh 
Hefner 'Playboy' Club, so he should know all 
about the equal status of women approved by 
Liberals. Clearly, in spite of all their talk 
about protecting the little man from the vast 
inhuman bureaucracies of trade unions and 
monopolies, they are no alternative to the Tor 
ies. They voted for the Industrial Relations 
Act. and support a permanent prices and incomes 
policy (which everyone knows means a wage 
freeze), support the Housing Finance Act, and 
are in favour of entry into that monopolists' 
paradise, the Common Market. 

However, despite appearances, the Liberal 
Party is not important. There has been no up 
surge of liberalism in this country. The middle 
classes are prepared to vote for anybody who is 
not styled ‘Conservative' or Labour'. It is not 
the Liberal Party, hut the Liberal vote . which 
is important. The Tory party is rapidly losing 
the main body of its supporters the lower mid 
die class. They detest Heath s entry into the 
Common Market, are hurt hy inflation which 
wipes out their savings, and are disgusted bv 
his soft policy towards the unions. He is not 


seen as a'real’ Tory, but as some 
ialist'. 


of ‘soc- 


The opposition to Heath is expressed in 
support for Powell and extreme right wing group 
like the National Front, and by the protest vote 
for the Liberals, which is mainly middle class. 
This vote represents a highly volatile force, 
which under certain conditions (like intensified 
class war, a crumbling economy, and growing 
inflation) could easily turn to the extreme right 
It is a potentially fascist vote. It is almost 
certain that Britain is going to enter such cond¬ 
itions, and revolutionaries must realise that 
there is a real possibility of a large fascist 
movement, based on the middle classes and 
backward sections of workers, rising in this 
country in the next few years. 


PRESS FUND 

HELP 'LIBERTARIAN STRUGGLE’ 
TO GROW. 

-criticise and suggest 
ways to improve the paper. 

-write for the paper, 
-sell the paper. 

-give a donation to the 

Press Fund. 

•All donations will be acknowledged. 
Cheques and POs should be made 
out to ‘ORA General Fund - 
Send to Press Fund. 29 Cardigan Rd. 

Leeds 6. 
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Tyranny of Structurelessness by Jo Freeman 
Obtainable from Leeds Womens ORA, 29 
Cardigan Road, Leeds 6. 5p. plus 3p. post. 
‘Literterians in all movements should study 
this pamphle‘ because it contains the core of 
the argument that ORGANISED libertarians 
have stated’, review in April L.S. 
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DEfflID THE UACKBURN 3! 


On May 23rd this year, three prominent members 
of the Republican movement in Blackburn were 
arrested by members of the CID and Special 
Branch - Britain’s political police. 

Sean Colley, Patrick John McCabfc; and Michael 
Kneafsey were arraigned on Section 1 Committ¬ 
al Proceedings under Section l of the Public 
Order Act, that “ on days unknown between 1st 
January and 22nd May, they conspired with 
others unknown to damage and destroy building 
unknown contrary to common law.’ Kneafsey 
was also charged under the Public Order Act 
1936 that between 1st March and 13th April he 
was intelligence officer in charge of the Lanc¬ 
ashire unit of the IRA. 

Before being sent to the notorious Risley 
Remand Centre, the three prisoners were detain 
ed at Great Harwood Police Station, near Black 
bum and were subjected to various forms of 
torture. One of them was covered in cigarette 
bums, another was badly beaten up. Michael 
Kneafsey should have had an operation on his 
hip shortly after he was arrested - instead of 
this the police made him stand up for long per¬ 
iods, causing acute pain. At Risley there is no 
adequate medical treatment for him and of 
course he still awaits the operation. 


The committal proceedings took place at 
Blackburn Magistrates Court on Wednesday 25th 
July. The Blackburn Three Prisoners Aid Cttee 
composed of Republican and socialist groups, 
organised a token picket of the court. Th^at- 
mosphere of hysteria resembled that prevailing r 
at present in Winchester where the Belfast 10 
. are being tried. Armed Branch men surrounded 
the court and the local yellow press managed to 
mis-quote and mis-represent practically every¬ 
one it interviewed on the picket. 

All three were committed for trial at Preston 
Crown Court, which will in fact take place in 
Lancaster as Her Majesty’s Judges don’t care 
for their lodgings in Preston. The trial should 
begin towards the end of October. The evidence 
revolves around a saucepan, candles, plastic 
trough, a map of Preston, and a wiring diagram. 
This odd selection is alleged to suggest the 
manufacture of explosives. 

The trial should last a fortnight, and a mass 
picket will be mounted on the court every day. 
Also a march will be held during the course of 
the trial, which it is hoped will draw national 
support. 


The arrest of the three in Blackburn is not an 
isolated incident. Seven arrests have been made 
in Coventry, three in Luton, others in Birmingh 
and Northampton. Houses and offices of social¬ 
ist groups sympathetic to the Irish struggle have 
been raided and people harassed. The ruling 
class hope to credte a climate of fear and of 
repression which will intimidate people away 
from the solidarity movement in Britain. Any 
movement to withdraw British troops from Ire¬ 
land they want to quickly nip in the bud. One 
weapon of the ruling class is the court system. 
They know they can get who they want on what 
they want - the case of Noel Jenkinson getting 
30 years on hearsay evidence for the Aldershot 
explosion shows this, as well as the case of 
the Stoke Newington group. The struggle won’t 
be won by clever lawyers and the weight of 
evidence - the dice is always loaded against 
revolutionaries. The surest way to release pol¬ 
itical prisoners is by launching a massive cam¬ 
paign of the sort that freed the dockers impris¬ 
oned in Pentonville. 


British imperialism has not the slightest int 
erest in “justice” - it uses the courts, police, 
and army to prop up its rule, and those who 
challenge it get the justice of being murdered 
and tortured, as well as being locked up withoit 
a trial at all if you’re Irish. It is only a matter 
of time before British workers get their first 
sniff of CS gas. 

All members of the revolutionary movement 
should demand the immediate and unconditional 
release of political prisoners in Britain and in 
Ireland. Try to join the picket in Lancaster due 
ing the trial, if you can’t send messages of 
support and donations to 
Blackburn PAC 
c/e 22 Richmond Crescent, 

Intack, 

Blackburn. 

Blackburn 3 defence committees have now 
been set up in Liverpool, Bolton, Manchester- 
and Lancaster. 


RELEASE OUR COMRADE 


PUBLIC MEETINGS AND EVENTS 

MANCHESTER PROP DEMONSTRATION - 
Against the degrading conditions of 
prisoners and their wives, and the lack of jobs 
for ex-prisoners. 

Saturday 20th October. Meet 1.30pm. Crown 
Square, Manchester. March through City centre 
to Strangeways. 

MANCHESTER AREA REVOLUTIONARY 
ANARCHISTS 

Fortniahtly public msetings 
Thursdays, 8.00 p.m. 

Lass O'Gowrie, Charles Street 

GLASGOW ORA meet Wednesdays 8pm 
at the Iona Community, 144 Clyde St. 


If you think that the direct control by working people over all aspects of their 
lives is worth fighting for.. 

If you think that what’s needed now is independent rank and file organisation 
linking all aspects of working class struggle - in housing, schools, womens’ 
rights, in work, and all others. 

If you think that the independence of these organisations must be defended from 
takeover by the Labour traitors, union bureaucracies, and the "NEW leaderships" 

If you think that an organisation is needed which fights for revolutionary politics 
in everyday struggles but has no intention of seizing power for itself. 

THEN, JOIN THE ORA! 

LOCAL GROUPS. 

Glasgow: Gordon Sykes. 32 Queen Elisabeth Manchester Ron MursJcn 27? Kingsumv Park 
.Square. Glasgow C3. Doryhulme. Urmsfon, M/t 

Hull- Marion MeCarlney, /3 Coltmhn North London Doug Durrani 68a Cfungford 

Hull. Rood. London C 17 

Loncoster J oc -fhornberry. 56 Norfolk St. York Neil Hunt. 24 Moss Street, York. 

Leeds: Irenor Hoi age. flat 3 35 Richmond 
Road Leeds 6 

There are also contacts in Birmingham. Colchester. Dundee. Edinburgh. Hartech, 
Liverpool. Vest, East and South London. ^Norwich. Oxford. Poole. Reading, and 
Swansea. If you want to be put in touch, write to the North London group. 


When a young German Esthonian escaped into 
Finland, and there was a suggestion (which 
turned out to be false) that the Finnish govt, 
•ould hand him back to the Russians, there ws 
a demand by many people, including Tory MP 
. Airey Neave, that the Fins should "stand up 
to the Russians”, and not hand the man back to 
tyranny. Excellent sentiments. But when press¬ 
ed, Mr- Neave was not prepared to stand up 
to the party whip in a similar case. 

The suggestion was made by a Spaniard that 
if he felt that way - and he agreed with his view 
on the matter entirely - he should see that Ande 
Martinez, now in Pentonville Prison, is not 
handed back to General Franco. 

Protests made by the Anarchist Black Cross, 
and relayed through Amnesty and other organis¬ 
ations have halted the deportation of Martinez. 
He is a young Spaniard who objected to doing 
his military service and came to England to 
study. Whilst in Spain he also formed “illegal 
associations” which would make a prison sent¬ 
ence certain if he went back ie. he mixed in 
libertarian circles. He got permission to work , 
in England, and did so. 

After two years in the country without com¬ 
plaint - though he had tried to organise cater¬ 
ing workers, which is something not particul¬ 
arly welcome - he decided to go to Sweden. He 
could not get in through a technicality (now 
overcome) and was sent back. The Home Office 
which could not find any reason to deport him 
before, now would not let him in. But as he was 
in, they decided to send him to Spain. He was 
held in jail. He has been there for over six 


months now because the Home Office have halt¬ 
ed the deportation to Spain. 

The Labour Party became interested in the 
case. But they did not want to do anything until 
Martinez was deported to Spain as a conscient¬ 
ious objector - then they would do something 
that would make the Tories sit up. Other than 
as a political pawn, they did not want to know 
about Martinez (any more than the Tories cared 
the Esthonian other than as a stick to beat the 
Russians). 

Meanwhile he stays in jail....the Swedes 
will let him in but the Home Office will not let 

him go unless the Swedes also give firm guar¬ 
antee he will not come back. No western govt. 

can give such guarantees unless they intend to 
put a man in jail (Franco will be happy to 

oblige). 

.Andres remains in jail - dependent for his 
wants on friends from outside - unable to leave 
the country except to Spain - with permission 
to go to Sweden - knowing that had he only gone 
two weeks later than he did go, all would have 
been well. 

He is not the only prisoner in Pentonville 
»1to has been jailed because of Home Office 
bureaucracy. Quite apart from the would-be 
immigrants who come in with the intention to 
settle - now a criminal offence - there are doz¬ 
ens of people from all over the world, who have 
inadvertently filled up the wrong form, or allow¬ 
ed an official document to get out of date. They 
can be there for weeks...even months...and it 
might be years. 


f 
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Make out POs/Cheques to ‘ORAV 

28, Cardigan Road Leeds 6. ■*» 


LIBERTARIAN 
STUDENTS’ FEDERATION? 

Anyone interested in “ a Student Fea- 
eration within ORA, mainly those in¬ 
volved in Union work” ? 

Write to Lany Law, Berks Coll- of Ed. 
Students’ Union, Bulmershe Court 
Woodlands Avenue, Earley. Reading. 
Berkshire. READING 666506. 




















HOMELESSNESS 
IS SQUATTING 
THE ANSWER?! 


Squatting, in Britain, t.as gone through three 
distinct phases since the Second World War. 

In die immediate post-war era (1945-7), it 
arose as a more-or-less spontaneous response 
to a chronic housing shortage and usually took 
the form of occupations of disused military 
camps. The reasons for the shortage are not 
hard to find. Large numbers of servicemen 
recently demobbed, trying to settle down and 
Set up homes, findin g a housing supply reduced 
by bombing and a building industry stagnant 
after six years of war. 


But lacking any strong political self-aware¬ 
ness, the movement drifted into reformism and 
control by the Communist Party. Although in 
many cases the Party hacks made little headway 
among the squatters themselves, the C.P. was 
able to present itself without fear of contra- 
diction, as the squatters’ Champion, since the 
squatteas. did not have their own independent 
voice. 


AMATEUR SOCIAL WORKERS 


SUPERSTARS 


Several of these ‘revolutionaries’ achieved 
fame as political ‘superstars’. ‘Anarchists’ Ron 
Bailey and Jim Radford rapidly came to front 
respectable squatting bodies dedicated to negot¬ 
iations with local authorities for empty property. 
Four years of rapid political degeneration has 
seen these groups taking on die job of collect¬ 
ing rents and, inevitaoly, of carrying out 
evictions. Looking back, the direction of this 
squatting campaign was becoming visible even 
at the time of the Hippy’ occupation at 144 
Piccadilly. Bailey and Co. were quick to con¬ 



EAST END FAMILY SQUATTING 
IN ARBOUR SQUARE 


demn an action which, although carried out by 
people on the fringe of society, was a far fttore 
conscious political act than the advanced ‘ 
liberalism of the *rcspectable’ groups. Bourgeois 
press coverage at the time reflected the same 
distinction. While the ‘Family Squatting’ groups 
received on the whole a favourable ,or at least 
non-committal Press, always ready for a sob- 
story about homelessness and heartless council 
/landlords, nothing but hysteria — with vague 1 
allegations of foreign anarchist influence, as 
well as the usual drugs/sex rubbish — on the 
several *Hippy* squats. 


The end of that year of squatting, with some 
of its leading ideologists recognising their true 
vocation as liberal good guys. Bailey eventually 
joinipg Sielter, from which he has just been 
sacked by CIA-stooge Geoff Martin; Radford now 
working for the Blackfriars Settlement in South 
London.) And a few diehard urban guerrillas -as 
in Brighton - in jail for allegedly stocking up 
petrol bombs to drop on the heads of bailiffs , 
did not mean the end of the conditions which 
had inspired the campaign. 


Around 1969 anew wave of squatting arose 
which was far from spontaneous. Rather it was 
from the start a deliberate campaign, most of 
whose leading activists were ex-CND, or Comm¬ 
ittee of 100, or the more recent Vietnam Solid¬ 
arity Campaign. Their tactics generally were to 
occupy empty property — and then to move a 
homeless family in. At best this procedure left 
the ‘activists’ playing the role of amateur social 
workers; at worst it was manipulative politicking 
at its most cynical. Homeless and desperate 
families were the pawns in power struggles 
between the aelf-styled revolutionaries and local 
councils. 


SPECULATION 


In fact the ‘problem’ has become significant 
worse. Tory government policies ecouraging 
owner-occupation and penalsising tenants .both 
municipal and private, have raised rents beyond 
the means of many people, even with the (means- 
tested) rebates. Council-house building has 
been cut back in favour of private development. 
Meanwhile municipal demolition programmes and 
.speculative developers together are chewing up 
the remaining areas of old housing (terraces and 
sub-divided detatched houses.) which can provid 
cheap accomodation. They are being replaced 
by sterile offices, urban motorways, banack- 
like new estates for the workers and elegant 
little flats for the trendy and rich. 

Now the bogey of homelessness has become 
familiar not only to the ‘lumpen’ (dropouts,run¬ 
aways, ex-cons, long-term unemployed, the 
disabled, etc) but to many lowerpaid workers. 
Squatting in property being deliberately held 
empty has returned as a more-or-less spontan¬ 
eous response; as in 1946, groups of people 
are taking direct action to put a roof over their 
heads. Instead of ‘revolutionaries’ becoming 
liberal social workers, we’ve now seen official 
social workers, demonstrating with squatters, as 
in Islington not too long ago. 


ECONOMIC 


REVOLUTIONARY 


The nightmare of the ruling Russian bureaucracy 
is that Russian workers fighting to maintain 
their standards of living will strike against ttE 
authorities and mount an insurrection - the Sov¬ 
iet bureacracy will never forget the workers' 
revolts in East Berlin in 1953, Hungary in 1956 
and Gdansk and Gdynia in 1970. Evidence sug¬ 
gests that the Russian ruling class has less 
and less room for manoevre in performing its 
task of extracting the maximum surplus poss¬ 
ible from the Russian workers without provok¬ 
ing major opposition.. 

Russian growth is quickly slowing down. In 
1972 the increase in Gross National Product 
(GNP) dropped to 4% whilst Gross Domestic 
Product (GDP) grew by less than 2%. The spec¬ 
ific difficulties of the different sectors of the 
economy are reinforcing each other and are hij^i 
lighting the trend to stagnation. If nothing is 
done quickly, the Russian economy will slowly 
but surely grind to a halt. 

Last year’s bad harvest, when grain prod¬ 
uction was about 170m tons as compared to the 
target of 197m tons, emphasises how backward 
the agricultural sector really is. This natural 
disaster precipitated such a grain crisis in both 
bread and animal fodder that the bureaucracy 
was forced to dip into its gold reserves to the 
tune of an estimated $2,000m However this 
bad harvest, although the immediate cause of 
the cause of the crisis, is not the real cause: 
the real cause lies in the backwardness of 
Russian agriculture, after all the targets for 
grain production have never been reached. 

Commentators blinded by the astonishing 
development of heavy industry under Stalin, 
have more often than not failed to understand 
that the corollary of rapid industrialisation was 
the underdevelopment of agriculture. The point 
is that industrialisation was based on the ex¬ 
propriation of peasant capital, the extermination 
of the kulaks (rich peasants) and the herding 
of the peasants into so- called ‘colle ctives’. 

I The agricultural sector has never really re¬ 
covered. Though successive politburos have 
recognise the agricultural problems, the main 
thrust of Soviet economic policy - arms expend¬ 
iture and the necessary base of heavy industry 
- means that investment in agriculture is both 
inadequate and in efficient. 

Russia is years behind the West in the eff¬ 
iciency of her fanning. Tractors, harvesters, 
lorries, and fertilisers are in short supply as 
are skilled operatives. A large proportion of 
Russia’s p9pulafk>n works on the land but it 
is an ageing work force. The land holds little 
attraction for the young. Moreover, Russian 
agriculture still has not recovered from the dis¬ 
asters of the second world war. Inadequte in¬ 
vestment also leads to inefficient investment. 
Even the most comprehensive economi c plan 
cannot succeed if the interdependence of the 
various parts is not recognised: tractors and 


lorries may arrive at collectives but it is use¬ 
less if there are no spare parts: grandiose plans 
for developing Russian livestQck begin before 
it is discovered that animal fodder is being 
produced in insufficient quantities. 

After exceptionally good harvests in the 
next few years may conceal this basic weakness 
in the agricultural sector.. But the unwillingness 
and, more important, the inability of Brezhnev 
to make the massive long-term investment in 
agriculture which is necessary, indicates that 
the problems are only beginning. 


SOVIET INDUSTRY FAILURE 


But is squatting , even spontaneous squatting 
revolutionary ? It can be, but only if it is linked 
with other groups in struggle against the same 
enemy. Tenants, for example, who are still 
fighting the Unfair Rents Bill. Private tenants, 
(and owner-occupiers !), in old areas threatened 
with redevelopment. Rank-and-file groups among 
the various ‘professionals’, such as social 
workers and council officials, with whom squatt¬ 
ers will come in contact. And , of course, organ¬ 
ised workers: a strong mass picket would deter 
the most determined bailiffs. Squatting without 
a policy of making these links, even if success¬ 
ful in the short term, will always be in danger 
of being co-opted by ‘liberal’ reforms. 


Soviet industry, too, did poorly last year. 

Lots of products failed to reach their targets 
for the year, they included natural gas (3.5% 
below target), oilfield equipment (15.4%), light 
industry equipment (11.0%) grain harvesting 
combines (7.1%), turbines (11.1%), washing 
machines (15.4%), refrigerators (2.6%), and glass 
(4.4%). Of course this is partly the result of 
1972’s special circumstances and the need to 
divert resources to purchase grain in the West, 
but more important are the long term trends that 
these figures illustrate. 

Again the problem is one of capital invest¬ 
ment - or rather, the lack of investment. The 
problem of diminishing returns on investment 
is exacerbated by Brezhnev’s decison - in res¬ 
ponse to pressures from below - to increase the 
supply of consumer goods which inevitably lead 
to a diversion of resources from basic industry 
such as mining, petrochemicals, steelmaking, 
and heavy engineering. Moreover the Russian 
worker is nowhere near as productiye as his 
western counterpart - the consequence of low 
wages and bad conditions is low productivity 
and sabotage. Matching the tight supply of cap¬ 
ital is the equally tight supply of labour. 

The level of technological development is 
also in many sectors extremely backward. A 
further consideration is that the paranoia and 
rigidity characteristic of the Russian ruling 
class is particularly strong in industrial man¬ 
agement, where the forces tending towards in¬ 
ertia are tremendous. Managers are so terrified 
that product ion targets will go up that they 
hoard labour and raw materials. An article in 
the Soviet Builders gazette demonstrates some 
of the absurdities which result from the concen¬ 
tration on targets and quotas. Russia, it app¬ 
ears, produces twice as much glass as the US 
though it builds only half as many houses-Whee 
does it all go, you might wonder? Well 46% of 
it gets broken before or during installation.Why? 
Because the targets for glass production are 
based in terms of square metres and managers 
tend to produce thin glass which, of course, 
breaks easiy! 


The Italian housing struggles since 1969, 
documented in ‘Take Over the City*.(avail abl e 
from Rising Free, 197 Kings Cross Road, Londo 
WC1, for 20p.) show some of die possibilities 
open when mass squatting movements start to 
link up with tenants in working-class housing 
areas,(which, as in Britain, include a relatively 
high proportion of immigrant workers) and with 
the factories. 


In fact the separation between ‘workers’, 
‘tenants’ and ‘sqiatters’ becomes an irrelevant 
and bourgeois system of labelling, of attempting 
to divide the autonomous organisations erected 
by the class in struggle, one struggle. Even 
then there is no guarentee that the demands 
made will not be such as to be satisfied by 
reforms. 



1 SOCIAL WORKERS JOIN SQUATTERS IN A TOWN HALL PROTEST. 



















Libertarian Struggle October 1973 PAGE 


CRISIS HITS ILS.S.R. 



Brezhnev is quite clearly in an impossible 
situation, if he is to increase the level of con- 
/sumer goods, put necessary development cap¬ 
ital into agriculture, modernise industry and 
continue to outlay huge resources to armaments 
expenditure and heavy industry, given the fact 
that capital in Russia is in short supply. In the 
present condition in Russia all these aims have 
to be fulfilled-Any cutback in consumer goods 
will anger the Russian workers. Russia can’t 
afford to lurch from grain crisis to grain crisis. 
To neglect the modernisation of industry would 
mean that Russia would have to take permanent 
second place to the US in industrial production, 
and that there would be the danger of being 
overtaken by J apan. A major reversal in arms 
expenditure would provoke a bitter wrangle with 
in the leading circles of the bureaucracy and 
threaten Brezhnev’s own position. 

Brezhnev seems to have decided that the 
only way out of this impasse is to import capital 
and technical expertise from the West. This is 
the real reason for ‘detente’. Russia has its 
attraction for western monopoly capitalism as 
the Guardian (16/6/73) comments,“Although 


most western businessmen have been turning 
their'thoughts towards the USSR as a source 
for long term supplies of raw materials and en¬ 
ergy, a growing number is also beginning to 
see the Soviet Union as a potentially valuable 
source of low cost labour”. In other words, a 
cheap, disciplined, labour force with no non¬ 
sense like trade unions, shop stewards or _ 


strikes is what they hope for. 

Already there have been deals and negot¬ 
iations with West Germany, Japan, and princ¬ 
ipally the US. Negotiations with the US over 
natural gas in Siberia - it is proposed that the 
US invest $11.000m and sell gas in the US - 
are well advanced although it appears that Bre¬ 
zhnev wants to hold out for more. 


However, far from solving Russia’s economic 
difficulties, these deals with the west could 
well bring further, more complex problems for 
the Soviet bureaucracy. Russia’s balance of 
payments deficit is already increasing (die 
deficit of $700m in 1972 is expected to jump 
to about $2000m this year and go even higher 
in 1974). Any substantial increase in the vol¬ 
ume of trade and movements of capital is likely 
to accelerate this trend. Furthermore, close link 
with the money markets of die West would mean 
thaRussia’s relative immunity to things like 
international monetary crises and minor recess¬ 
ions in the west would disappear. A factor whicti 
is particularly important in the light of die re- 
emergence of the expansion-recession internat¬ 
ional trade cycle. Inflation, too, would hit die 
USSR. 

These economic trends are danger signals 
to the Russian bureaucracy. Cracks are begin¬ 
ning to appear in die monolith that is Russia. 
Sooner or later the strains of the Soviet econ¬ 
omy must lead to an explosion of resentment 
against the regime. The nightmare of the para¬ 
noid Stalinists in the Kremlin could well be¬ 
come reality. 



SOVIET WORKERS FIGHT BACK 


In reporting the current wave of apposition to 
the policies of the bureaucracy in the USSR, 
the Western press has created the impression 
that the movement is confined to intellectuals 
who are demanding nothing more than the civil 
liberties guaranteed by the 1936 Constitution 
(the Constitution named after Stalin, the draft¬ 
ees of which disappeared during the purges). 

This is not so. Not only are more and more 
workers openly demonstrating their discontent 
with the rule Of the commissars, chekists and 
apparatchiks ( losely translated as 'organisat¬ 
ion men'), but in doing so are evolving a crit¬ 
ique of Soviet society which can have but one 
end - revolution. 

In the words of an ex-inmate of a labour 
camp “ Russia is more than ever full of revol¬ 
utionaries” 

Over the last four years this revolutionary 
tendency amongst the working class has manif¬ 
ested itself in increasingly militant strikes and 
demonstrations. 

Workers at the Kiev hydro-electric station 
held a meeting to protest bad housing, not only 
did they draft a letter to the Central Committee 
of the Communist Party, but also held a demon¬ 
stration with banners demanding “All power to 


the Soviets” (in 1917 this was the slogan of 
the Bolsheviks, however, what they meant was 
all power to the Party - thus beginning a pro¬ 
cess of substitution which ended in Stalin’s 
dictatorship). The demonstration was attacked 
by the KGB (secret police). 

The Kiev workers sent a delegation, headed 
by a pensioner, Ivan Hryshchuk, to Moscow to 
present their letter with 600 signatures to the 
bureaucracy. Hryshchuk was arrested and is 
still in jail. 

Earlier, three young workers had been sent 
to a strict regime camp for distributing leaf¬ 
lets calling for opposition to russification (ie 
banning the native Ukrainian language and 
courses dealing with local history and culture 
and replacing them with Russian courses) at 
the Shevchenko University. 

In Kaunas, Lithuania’s second largest city, 
thousands fought the KGB and Red Army troops 
for two days after a young man had burnt himsdf 
to death as a political protest. Over 200 are 
currently in prison awaiting trial. 

In Dnipropetrovsk thousands struck in supp¬ 
ort of demands for improved living conditions. 
The strikers marched on the local CP office 
where the police opened fire on them. 


Over 10.000 workers in Dniproderzhinsk, in 
the Ukraine, rioted for two days destroying the 
offices of the KGB and the Komsomol (Young 
Communist League) The police opened fire, 
killing 7 and wounding 80. Mass arrests were 


4,000 copies of a leaflet, published by the 
clandestine Citizen’s Committee, were distrib¬ 
uted in Moscow. The leaflet pointed out that 
the promises made at the 2Sid Congress in 1961 
had not been fulfilled. Denouncing the privileg¬ 
ed and luxurious life of the bureaucrats, it drew 
attention to die low standard of living of the 
working class and their lack of democratic 
rights. 

Describing the USSR as state-capitalist (so 
much for the Trotskyists myth of the workers’ 
state) it stated:“Socialism doesn’t exist in our 
country! It is not socialism, when there are 
within the country 20 times more parasites and 
chiefs than there were in Czarist Russia. It is 
not socialism when die average wage of a worker 
er is 100 rubles, while die income of prominent 
leaders is several thousand per month”. 

Citing the examples of strikes in Leningrad 
Moscow, Temir-Ta, Cherchik, Novocherkask, 
and in Poland, the leaflet called on the workers 
to fight for their rights, for, “only through 
struggle can we make changes for the better”. 


Even in the labour camps there have been 
strikes and demonstrations. In one camp pris¬ 
oners flew the Anarchist Black Flag over their 
huts for three days- (The Russian Anarchists 
were the first victims of the Bolshevik Cheka; 
after World War 2 Stalinism waged a bloody war 
of repression against the Anarchists of Bulgar¬ 
ia). The reaction of the bureaucracy to such 
strikes has been to shoot down the strikers on 
the spot or to condemn them to death after trial 
Workers have been imprisoned for helping camp 
inmates. 

In the official press appear echos of the 
workers’ discontent. In the journal Party Life 
a worker wrote: “We work overtime, lose our 
rest day, expend unnecessary labour, time and 
nervous energy ,and men guilty of all this get 
prizes for fulfilling the programme”. In Lenin- 
skoye Znamya a carpenter complained of being 
forced to work 18 hours a day for two weeks. 

These events like the East German rising 
of 1953, the Hungarian Revolution of 1956, die 
Czechoslovak Spring, the Polish riots and the 
Yugoslav demonstrations show that the class 
struggle in the Soviet bloc is as bitter and hart 
fought as in die west, for in industrialising 
these once backward areas the bureaucracy ha 
crea ed its own grave-digger - die working 
class. 
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GERMANY 1918 
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With the growing interest in workers' control 
over the last tew years, many militants are' 
looking back in history to times when workers 
took over their factories and set up councils 
to govern society in their own interests instead 
of the interests of the bosses. This is a far 
cry from the mild suggestion of worker particip¬ 
ation with the bosses or (in the case of nation¬ 
alised industries) with the State's represent¬ 
atives.. 

One such revolution which has usually been 
obscured until recently took place in Germany 
in November 1918 and much can be learned by- 
examining it. 


Before the 1st World War the German working 
class was the most powerful and well-organised 
in Europe, and the Social Democratic Party, the 
SPD, was the strongest party in the Second Int¬ 
ernational. But while its leaders were full of 
empty chatter about class war, the party was 
committed to a reformist, non-revolutionary 
practice. A sterile party bureaucracy had grown 
up, living off the party and unconcerned about 
socialism. The leader of the SPD right wing, 

" Bernstein (similarto Roy Jenkins) actually said 
that the party was everything and socialism 
nothing. Unlike the Labour Party, however, the 
SPD contained a significant revolutionary wing 
led by Rosa Luxemburg and Karl Liebknecht, 
who argued that the party should be revolution¬ 
ary in practice as well as theory. 


However,all the Social Democrats were com- 
i\. - mitted to parliamentary democracy, and even 
the revolutionaries in the party did not realise 
that a socialist society would need new. more 




< 


democratic, institutions. The appearance of 
workers and peasants councils (soviets) in 
Russia in the 1905 rebellion should have shown 
the revolutionaries that they must argue and 
agitate against the fake democracy of a parl¬ 
iament where a few rule with the occassional 
consent of ‘the people'. It should also have 
convinced them that it was necessary to break 
completely with the reformist SPD. Instead they 
continued with the vain hope of changing the 
SPD’s policies, and allowed the illusions in 
Parliament,that many workers held,to continue 
unchallenged. 


The First World War showed the consequences 
of this. The majority of the SPD supported the 
yr war completely and (like the Labour Partv m 
Britain) their leaders went on recruiting pi at 
forms to urge workers to kill British and French 


workers and be killed themselves in the interest 
of the ruling class. Some Social Democrats , 
appalled by the butchery of the trenches, finals 
broke with the SPD to form an Independent SPD 
under Kautsky (similar to Michael Foot in the 
British Labour Party) and called for a negotiat¬ 
ed peace - an abstract view laying the fate of 
the working class in the hands of the benefic¬ 
ial ruling class at that moment slaughtering 
millions of workers in the interests of their 
profits. On^ a small group around Rosa Lux 
embourg - the Spartacists - argued for a real¬ 
istic solution the revolutionary overthrow of 
the ruling class by the workers. The Spartac¬ 
ists were still committed to fighting for parl¬ 
iament rather than the direct democracy of a 
society run by workers councils until near the 
end of the war. The complete lack of agitation 
and propaganda for council communism among 
the working class was soon to be seen. 


THE REVOLUTION 


In November 1918 the working class took 
matters into their own hands. A naval mutiny 
at Kiel led to the seizure of power in the cities 
and towns of Germany. 


Workers and Soldiers set up councils to run 
the area and called for the end of the war and 
the setting up of a Republic. On November 9.a 
general strike led by revolutionary shop stew¬ 
ards paralysed Berlin and thousands of workers 
marched through the capital, occupying public 
buildings. Many were armed, and the sight of 
the red flags frightened the SPD leaders as 
much as it did the ruling class. Prince Max of 
Baden, the Chancellor (Prime Minister) said; 

"To combat the revolution we must conjure up 
the democratic idea" (or parliament) and app¬ 
ointed the SPD leader Ebert as Chancellor. Ebert 
said " I hate revolution like social sin". The 
SPD then proclaimed a Republic to forestall the 
revolutionaries. 

The power of the State was non existent 
however. Germany was in practice ruled by 
workers and soldiers councils, the result of a 
spontaneous mass movement. However, it was 
only the beginning of a revolution. To be suco 
essful, there had to be a complete break with 
reformism of the SPD (just as there must be a 
complete break with the Labour Party in Britain) 
The councils had to turn into permanent inst 
itutions - a democratic substitute for the illus¬ 




ions of parliament - and take over industry from 
the capitalists. If this did not happen, then the 
revolution would be defeated and capitalism art! 
the ruling class would recover. 

The majority of workers, still holding to the 
illusions of Darliamentary reformism failed to 
tarry the revolution through to its logical con¬ 
clusion. They saw the councils as effective 
instruments for obtaining peace, without realis¬ 
ing that only socialist revolution could guarant¬ 
ee, lasting peace. The councils were dominated 
by the SPD, who were hostile to them and want¬ 
ed to reverse the revolution. The SPD took part 
in the councils to bring the mass, movement 
under their control. No attempt was made to to 
smash the Civil Service. No attempt was made 
to replace the army with a democratic militia. 

No attempt was made to take over the factories 
In many areas, councils tried to introduce the 
eight-hour day - good enough in itself in ordin¬ 
ary circumstances but pathetic in a revolution¬ 
ary situation. Only the workers council^ in 
Saxony called for the ‘taking over of product¬ 
ion’ by the working class, abolition of unearned 
income, arming of the people to safeguard the 
revolution, and abolition of the existing courts 
of law. The election of a new Saxon workers 
council which followed, elected a majority of 
SPD deputies who immediately became much 
more ‘moderate’. 

The day after the revolution succeeded on 
November 10 the Berlin Workers and Soldiers 
Council met and agreed to the formation of a 
cabinet under Ebert, composed of SPD and 
Independent SPD members. Liebjnecht’s call 
to break with the SPD met with a cold recept¬ 
ion. It was seen as breaking workers unity. But 
Liebknecht was right. Ebert was unconcerned 
with workers unity. His policy was to divide 
the working class, and was to lead to workers 
turning machine guns on other workers. Workers 
unity in such a situation is always revolution¬ 
ary unity and a total break with the policy of 
Ebert’s and their politics. That very day Ebert 
was negotiating with General Groener, the head 
of the Imperial Army, with the intention of 
crushing the revojutioa 

This is not simply a matter of Ebert being 
a scoundrel. As with Ramsey Macdonald’s dec¬ 
ision to split with the British Labour Party in 
1931, it was not a question of making mistakes 
or of picking the wrong men to lead. The dec¬ 
ision arose from Ebert’s politics. His belief 
in ’the national interest' and his fear of a mass 
movement led directly to policies of repression 
In exactly the same way Reg Prentice, Shadow 
Minister of Labour, attacked workers who came 
out on strike to release the five dockers impris¬ 
oned by the Industrial Relations Court last 
summer. He called on the workers to obey the 
law rather than go on a political strike. His 
position was the result of his politics - the poV 
itics of the Labour Party. 

Ebert now devoted himself to destroying the 
revolution. He set up ‘commissions’ to ‘study’ 


the question of nationalisation, and when the 
moderate commissions finally reported, they 
were, predictably, in favour of capitalism. 
Spartacist demonstrations were broken with 
force, and at one demonstration troops machine 
gunned the crowd, killing 16 and wounding 12. 

In December 1918 a National Congress of 
Workers and Soldiers Councils met in Berlin. 
Instead of becoming the permanent body gov¬ 
erning Germany, as the Spartacists demanded, 
the Congress committed suicide by calling for 
a Constituent Assembly to set up a parliament. 
It was die death of the revolution. The Spartac 
ist rising which foil oved the Congress was 
bungled, and had little chance of success. The 
civil war between revolutionary and reformist 
workers (the latter aided by the army and the 
fascist Free Corps), in which the best socialis 
militants like Rosa Luxembourg and Karl 
Liebknecht were butchered, was part of the 
tragic aftermath of this failure by the workers 
to break with reformism. The failure to create 
a socialist Germany ruled by workers councils 
paved the way for the victory of Hitler and the 
destruction of the German working class move 
ment. As Marx pointed out, the final choice is 
between socialism and barbarism. 

The working class must never ignore its ow 
history. Mistakes have been made at the cost 
of much misery and suffering, and must not be 
repeated. There must be a total break with thoi 
like the Labair Party and the Cotmnunist Part; 
who continue to agitate for reformism and a 
parliamentary road to socialism. But workers 
must not rely on any other leadership, “Rev¬ 
olutionary” or otherwise, to take power on its 
behalf. The result of that, as shown by Russia 
has been to destroy the workers councils and 
create a state capitalist sodety. Workers must 
take power into their own hands and smash the 
State machinery, governing society in their owr 
interests through workers councils. Above ail 
we must learn from the mistakes of the German 
working class in 1918. that, those who make 
a revolution by halves dig their own graves. 


FURTHER READING ON THE 
GERMAN REVOLUTION :- 

The Germon Revolution of 1918 - A.J Ryder 
Cambridqe University Press, 

Rose Luxembourg - P.Frohlich. Pluto Press. 


FURTHER READING ON THE 
SPANISH REVOLUTION :- 



Homage to Catalonia - G.Orwell Penguin 


Obtectivity and Liberal Scholarship - N.Chomsky. 
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SPAIN 1936 



In July 1936 the Spanish military, in alliance 
with the Catholic Church, the Fascists, and the 
monarchists rose in revolt against the Left 
Republican government that had been elected a 
few months previously. They were resisted, not 
by that government, but by the Spanish working 
class, who set in motion one of the most fund¬ 
amental revolutions of the 20th. Century. Within 
days of the rebellion the mass organisations of 
the Spanish workers had inflicted severe defeat 
on the Fascists and their supporters in most of 
Spain, and especially in the major industrial 
areas. The bourgeois government of Josfe Giral 
and Azana was powerless to resist either Franco 
or the workers’ revolution. Wherever the Fascist 
were defeated , effective power passed from the 
middle class institutions to countless workers’ 
committees, factory committees and peasant 
collectives. The Spanish working class began 
to organise itself for the fundamental tasks of 
defeating Fascism and consolidating and exten¬ 
ding the social revolution. 

The Civil War that ensued lasted nearly three 
years. By the time the Fascist victory was 
complete the social revolution was long dead. 
Within the Republican zone, the bourgeoisie, 

■ reduced to irrelevance in July 1936, slowly but 

and order’ had been restored in Republican 
Spain. The workers’ committees had been dis¬ 
banded, revolutionary parties had been outlawed 
and thousands of working class militants had 
been gaoled, tortured and murdered. The Spanish 
revolution was defeated long before the final 
victory of Franco. 

WHAT HAPPENED ? 

In 1936 the Republican State lost well over 
half its army and police force to the Fascist 
rebels. Faced with the rebellion, the government 
at first tried to negotiate, thus losing valuable 
time. In Madrid and Barcelona thousands of 
workers gethered outside government buildings 
demanding arms - and when it became obvious 
that they had to fight, the Spanish government 
at last issued arms to the working class organ¬ 
isations. Once the workers were armed, the best 
the State could hope for was a paper survival. 
Power was in the streets and in the factories, in 
the hands of the common people. 


In Spain’s major industrial region, Catalonia, 
lay the centre of working class Anarchism. 
Industry was expropriated and factory committes 
set up to provide the essentials necessary for 
the struggle against Fascism. The Catalan 
■government was powerless. This was admitted 
by Companys, the Catalan president, who said 
to the Anarchist militants, Durruti and Oliver: 
“Today you are masters of the City. If you do 
not need me, or do not wish me to remain Pres¬ 
ident of Catalonia, tell me now and I shall bec¬ 
ome one more soldier in the struggle against 
Fascism." His offer was not taken up. The first 
in a long chain of errors. The Catalan govern¬ 
ment was considered irrelevant. Economic powa 
was in the hands of the workers, the police had 
been disarmed and police functions undertaken 
by armed workers’ patrols. The Anarchist unions 
organised untrained and poorly armed militia to 
replace the now extinct Republican army and 
the long military struggle was begun without 
help from a government that was powerless to 
do anything but continue a shadowy existence. 

In Catalonia, and to a lesser extent throughout 
the rest of anti-Fascist Spain a regime of dual 
power was established. 

In Madrid, Valencia and Malaga power lay 
with the joint Socialist—Anarchist committees. 

In Asturias, where the Communist Party had 
some influence , a system of workers’ super¬ 
vision was established, though the mines were 
rarely expropriated wholesale. Only in the 
Basque provinces did the capitalists retain 
control of the factories: and here, significantly 
resistance to Franco was short-lived and half¬ 
hearted. 

THE COUNTRY SIDE 

The social revolution in industrial Spain had 
its counterpart in the agricultural regions. The 
crying need for land reform had been consistent¬ 
ly ignored by both Left and Right in the Repub¬ 
lican governments of 1931-36. Now the peasants 
were willing to wait no longer. The fields were 
expropriated, and those landlords that were not 
ordinarily absent were forced to flee or were 
executed. Village committees took over the 
administrative functions of the area, and hund¬ 
reds of thousands of acres were collectivised. 
For the first time the Spanish peasantry felt in 
control of its own destiny and the results were 
remarkable. Production was actually increased, 
and this at a time when all the special difficul¬ 


ties of Civil War were present. With the help of 
the militias the last vestiges of the old regime 
were destroyed, and the peasantry declared in 
words and deeds their desire to aid the defeat of 
Fascism. How could a movement as widespread 
as this be defeated ? 


THE ANARCHISTS 


The responsibility of the Anarchist movemert 
in launching the social revolution was enormous. 
Even in areas where Anarchism had little organ¬ 
ised expression, the influence of Anarchist doo- 
doctrine was incontestable. Over half of Spain’s 
industrial workers belonged to the major Anarch¬ 
ist union, the CNT. (National Confederation of 
Labour.) vjiven this situation it must be admitted 
that the responsibility for the eventual defeat of 
the social revolution rests heavily on the shoul¬ 
ders of the Anarchist movement. There were two 
fundamental failures, the failure to transform 
the workers’ committees which were running 
industry, into workers’ councils that would 
present a political challenge to the continued 
existence of the bourgeois State. And the failure 
to seize the financial institutions of the State; 
for when the middle class gathered courage to 
re-emerge, it found itself still in possession of 
the purse strings. The CNT-FAI leaders, with a 
naivete that indicates an ill aquaintance with 
Anarchist theory, propounded the notion that the 
industrial power of the workers had reduced and 
destroyed the bourgeois State. Juan Lopez, a 
CNT leader declared in September 1936, that 
the establishment of workers’ committees “..has 
resulted in the disappearance of government 
delegates in the provinces we control... the 
local organs of administration of the old bourge¬ 
ois regime have become mere skeletons because 
their life force has been replaced by the revol¬ 
utionary vitality of the workers’ unions.” 

But this was far from the case- the skeletons 
were soon fattened up, life was breathed into 
them. Prominent Anarchists of the CNT, with 
neither sanction or approval of the movement, 
entered the Republican government. This was 
done, it was said, to safeguard the revolutionary 
gains, and to contribute to anti-fascist unity. 

What nonsense ! The best way to safeguard a 
revolution is to destroy the State, not become 
part of it. And ‘anti-Fascist’ unity is not 
possible with people whose initial concern 
is to destroy the revolutionary movement.Certain 
Anarchist leaders sacrificed the Spanish revol¬ 
ution for a suitcase full of ministerial portfolios. 

THE DESTRUCTION 
OF THE REVOLUTION 

Regimes of dual power are inherently unstable 
A struggle must take place between the working 
class and the old system, until one or other is 
victorious. The Spanish Anarchists, along with 
the revolutionary anti-Stalinist party, the POUM 
had consistently rejected calls for the establish¬ 
ment of workers’ councils. A facile identification 
of the workers’ aspirations with those of the 
trade unions, both socialist and Anarchist, had 
meant the establishment of union committees, 


rather than rank and file committees. There had 
even been bargaining for representation on 
committees for groups and parties with little or 
no influence in the area. For instance in Catal¬ 
onia, the Central Committee of Anti-Fascist 
Militias, which was for many months the most 
important body in Catalonia, had fifteen members. 
Five were from the CNT-FAI, three from the 
Socialist UGT, one from the POUM, one from 
the Peasants Union, one from the Communists, 
and four from the bourgeois parties. Clearly, this 
is a deformed manifestation of workers’ power, 
and the committee, formed by such a disparate 
group of people representing organisations rather 
than groups of workers in field and factory, 
was subject to 'politics’ in the worst sense. 

It was divorced from the masses and beyond 
their immediate control.'**' - ~ 

The effect of this kind of organisation 
rapidly manifested itself after the entry of the 
Anarchists into government. Bourgeois auth¬ 
ority and institutions were rapidly re-estab¬ 
lished. Sometimes at gunpoint. The last fling 
of the Spanish workers took place in Barcelona 
in May 1937. The story of that struggle has 
been told told elsewhere in this paper see 
May Day issue of Libertarian Struggle . The 
workers of Barcelona, abandoned by the 
Anarchist officialdom attempted to prevent 
the State seizure of the collectivised tele¬ 
phone exchange. In the armed conflict that 
followed, a dissident Anarchist group, the 
Friends of Durruti issued the following 
demands: Form revolutionary juntas disarm 
the Civil Guard, Jtooot those responsible for 
attacks on workers. Dissolve all political 
parties that have turned against the workers. 

But the time for the formation of workers 
councils was passed. The members and supp¬ 
orters of this group were imprisoned and exe¬ 
cuted. The CNT leadership - the Anarchist 
ministers - remained silent and allowed it to 
happen. 

CONCLUSION 

Many Anarchist histories have concentrated 
on the counter-revolutionary role of the Comm¬ 
unist Party. Yet this is to be expected from 
the Stalinists, whose policy of unity with the 
middle class means inevitable defeat for the 
masses, witness the events in Chile. The 
failure of Anarchism is far more disturbing. 
Essentially it is the failure of the Anarcho- 
syndicalists who make a far too ready identif¬ 
ication of their union with the working class 
as a whole. The way forward in a revolutionary 
situation is the rapid building of workers coun¬ 
cils composed of delegates directly respons¬ 
ible to the workers who elected them. Union 
committees are no substitute for direct work¬ 
ers power. Spain marks the death knell of 
Anarcho-syndiclaism as a movement, and sho 
ul d be its final discrediting as a theory. 
Revolutionary Anarchists call for 'All Power 
to Workers Councils’ the failure of Spanish 
Anarcho-syndicalism to heed that call has 
subjected the Spanish working class to over 
three decades of Fascist tyranny. That is a 
lesson that must be leamt and leamt well. 
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LONDON TRADES COUNCIL DEMONSTRATION - They may get 100,000 o 
but their future is 'doubtful' under TUC reorganisation policy 


The 1973 Trades Union Congress accepted a 
document from the General Council on the re¬ 
organisation of Trades Councils and their reg¬ 
ional bodies. The acceptance of this docum¬ 
ent means the death of Trades Councils as we 
kn ov them and their transformation into press¬ 
ure group mouthpieces for the General Coun¬ 
cil and the fiil-time officials of regional un¬ 
ion bodies. 

At present the Trades Councils and die 
regional Federations of Trades Councils are 
a 11 elected by die membership. There are also 
bodies called Regions 1 Advisory Committees 
(R.A.C.s) which were set up during the war 
to liase between Government and industry. 
These relics fro* Dad’s Army exist in a sort 
of Umbo at the moment, but their beauty is the 
the fact that they are totaUy inactive andbot- 
ther no-one. They are chaired by a G.C. memb¬ 
er resident in the area and probably other full 
time officials. Nobody really knows exactly 
who they are orhow they are made up. 

The T.U.C. plans to change this, however 
and create streamlined Regional Councils 
(based on the government’s Economic Plan¬ 
ning Regions). They will be composed of 75% 
trade union officials and only 25% of people 
elected from die Trades Councils. Together 
with this, the chairman is to be whatever 
General Council member lives in the area 
and its secretary is to be appointed after con¬ 
sultation with ‘local trade unionists'. This 
man is responsible to those who appointed 
him - the General Council.. 

The old federations are to be abolished to 
make way for County Associations based on 
the new County Councils. In doing dtis no 
account is taken of the long history of these 
bodies. The fact that agricultural and indus¬ 
trial areas with different objectives are being 
lumped togedier. Nor any account is taken of 
the fact that present-day co-operation between 
different sections of workers works weU. 

It was the RACs not the Trades Councils 
that the TUC sent questionnaires cn reorgan ¬ 
isation. And funnily enougi, the report came 
out too late for the Stockport Trades Counc¬ 
ils Conference. And so was seen too late by 
the Trades Councils themselves for effective 
action at the Trades Union Congress. 

The reasons that the TUC gives for its 
moves are interesting in themselves. The tim¬ 
ing is linked to die Tories local government 
reorganisation. They are tobe bodies to servi¬ 
ce local government sewage committees and 
present the trade union poimt of view. Given 


this it follows that they have the same area 
structures and are bureaucratically structured 
so as the TUCs corporatism can be channell¬ 
ed down to the local committee member. 

The introduction to die document states 
democracy is not just casting votes but mak¬ 
ing our point of view known to die appropriate 
powers that be. The TUC we are told is doing 
this at national level, in fact so successfully 
that soiretimes its difficult to know whose ad¬ 
vice is being given to whom, but at local lev¬ 
el the guidance and wisdom of die General 
Council is sadly lacking. 

The Trades Councils , far from being local 
pressure groups, have traditionally given an 
outlet for the active politically-minded rank & 
file unionist, and if they have pressured any¬ 
body it is the TUC. Feadier is still smarting 
after the mauling he was given by agricultural 
delegates at the Hastings Conference die year 
before last over a tied cottage diAthe owns. 

It is much easier for rank and file unionists to 
get to the Trades Council Conference than to 
the Trades Union Congress and a more milit¬ 
ant position usually emerges. This year the 
Stockport Conference rejected die tripartite 
talks. 

The Trades Councils have had a militant 
history that has often brought them into conf¬ 
lict with the General Council before. They did 
at one time send delegates to the TU Cong¬ 
ress but this was stopped because of the cal- 
kre of militant that was getting through the 
net to expose the collaborationist policies of 
the TUC. Similarly many Trades Councils 
were disaffiliated for belonging to die Minor ¬ 
ity Movement, a rank and file movement with 
enormous prestige in die 20s. 

At present the Trades Councils have eng¬ 
aged themselves in support for strike activit¬ 
ies as we 11 as in local struggles around issues 
like the Unfair Rent Act. If it were not for the 
activities of Trades Councils many of die May 
Day demonstrations would not ha ve occured. 

This is the role the Trades Councils shou¬ 
ld play, not the lap dog of the General Coun¬ 
cil tobe stroked by local government comm¬ 
ittees. Whereas before, die inertia of the old 
RACs made them h armless, the TUCs new 
structure could put Trades Councils under die 
permanent domination of full-timers and die 
General Council. This would furdier cut back 
its role in presenting an (pportunity for rank 
and file opposition to TUC policy and for 
providing solidarity action for local unionists 


letters 


Dear Libertarian Struggle, 

For some vnknown 
reason the editing group of issue No. 7 print¬ 
ed a letter from a comrade criticising an art¬ 
icle on Free Speech (Libertarian Struggle) 

No. 6)- The whole tone of the letter is symp¬ 
tomatic of the ideas of ‘radical liberalism’ as 
attacked in the article on Free Speech, and 
the letter was unaccompanied, surprisingly by 
any editorial comment. Why ? 

Comrade G. 

has managed to misquote the article so as 
to lead into a small but shabb tirade calling 
for Free Speech as a moral principle. He said- 
'ft was stated that the action of CPE-ML was 
understandable but technically wrong.’. 

The article in No.6 actually said :• 

'The attack on Eysenck at LSE was tactica¬ 
lly inept but not morally wrong.’ 

The article never said that the attack was 
'understandable’. In fact it went into great 
detail to show otherwise. Why does comrade 
G deliberately misquote ? 

The rest of comrade 

G’s letter contained some of the worst anti¬ 
working class rhetoric that has been printed 
outside of the bourgeois press. Why did the 
editors let such drivel pass uncriticised ? 
Free Speech in the working class movement 
becomes for comrade G :- 

‘falling tor the old ploy that whatever a memb¬ 
er of the working class does is right and ever¬ 
yone else is wrong. The working class cont¬ 
ains the bulk of reactionary elements albeit 
caused by oppressive conditioning.’ 

This line also cla¬ 
ims that workers are 'partial to the persecut- 
iin of hippies, homosexuals and revolutionar¬ 
ies’ showing G’s complete lack of trust that 
the working class is capable of making any 
revolutionary progress. Who will make the 
revolution comrade G ? 

Comrade G also stat¬ 
es ;• 'Everyone has the right to Free Speech 
even racists and bigots. People should be 
encouraged to respect free speech in this soc¬ 
iety otherwise we cannot expect toleration 
after the revolution.' 

G misses the point 
that a revolution is a most 'intolerant' act. 

It is when the masses no longer ‘tolerate’ 
those who express certain ideas and decide to 
dispose of them in a most intolerant manner. 

If the working class have preserved free spee¬ 
ch in their own ranks (excluding racists and 
bigots) a free society will be made. 

Comrade G finally 
completes his idiocy with the statement :• 

'If we are not to create a sympathetic atmos¬ 
phere towards fascists we must treat them, 
not as o political dsnger, but as cranks in the 
same class as flat earth believers and the 
moon is green cheese believers.’ 

Perhaps comrade 

G should explain to the Italian, Spanish and 
German and Chilean working class that fasc¬ 
ism is not ' a political danger*. Perhaps when 
the British equivalent of Grosdeutchland SS 
divisions after a weekend practice in Northern 
Ireland, trundles past his door he will find 
that the readers of Libertarian Struggle have 
not taken his advice. Perhaps he will find 
that they have consigned comrade G to the 
realms of cranks whose position he has most 
ably outlined in his stupid and'anti-working 
class letter, 




Trevor Bavage. 
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Revelations 


Following the revelation that the Guru Mahar- 
aj Ji’s paper ‘Divine Times’ is printed by the 
International Socialists, comes the as yet un¬ 
substantiated rumour that I.S. is to set up a 
preachers, healers and missionaries*rank and 
file paper called *Miracle Worker*. 
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reviews: 


IT HAPPENED 


Old readers of ‘Freedom’ will probably 
remember John McGuffin better as the “Rev. 
Augustus Bertie”, whose reports from Northern 
Ireland a few years ago did much to inform us 
of the situation there, besides considerably 
brightening that otherwise uninteresting pub¬ 
lication. He has just produced this excellent 
bistory of internment and its use in Britain 
and Ireland over the last 60 years. As such 
it Ls a valuable contribution to the growing 
understanding of revolutionaries in this 
country of what the Irish people are up against 
in their struggle against imperialism. In other 
respects, the book is seriously lacking. 

McGuffin has clearly shown that internment 
is primarily a political weapon, which has 
been consistently used by the London, Dublin 
and Stormont governments to crush opposition 
to British control of Ireland, and not to 
‘protect the public against a handful of 
gunmen”, as ruling-class propaganda would 
have us believe. He himself has had first-hand 
experience of internment, having been lifted 
in the “sweep” of 9th August 1971, and it is 
not surprising that he concentrates a large 
part of this book on the personal experiences 
of those who have been interned over different 


The confusion of the British Left about 
Ireland, and its reluctance to come to grips 
with the situation, has led one Republican 
newspaper to remark bitterly : "When it comes 
to Ireland, internationalism stops at Hollyhead? 

It is all very well for revolutionaries in 
this country to state that the activities of the 
IRA alienate potential support from the British 
working class movement. Republicans can 
reply, with some justification, that the British 
workers have never been conspicuously active 
in support of struggles other than their own. 
Anarchists have traditionally taken a sceptical 
view of “national liberation struggles”, posing 
Utopian solutions which bear no relationship 
to situations as they exist. In the case of Ire¬ 
land, Britain is the oppressing power however, 
and for anarchists in this country to adopt such 
a purist position is a complete abdication of 
libertarian principles. This is not to suggest 
that we give uncritical support to the IRA, but 
that . the least we can do is take active part 
in a campaign based on the demands of ending 
internment and withdrawing British troops. 

fa recent times we have seen inthis country 
the increasing use of State repression against 
Republicans, blacks, strikers, and dissidents 
of all kinds on the left. The hysteria that is 


British troops arresting a youth in Coalisland, County Tyrone, 
in December 1971. 


being whipped up as a result of the {resent 
bombings in Britain, and the ircreas ir^ rainier 
of ‘conspiracy’ trials are grim portents of what 
is to come. Those who believe that “it could 
never happen here” would do well to read this 


book, ‘Internment’, paying particular attention 
to the following passage : 

'William Burroughs has said, “ a paranoid 
is someone who has some small idea of what 
is really going on” I began to see his point.’ 


ORWELL 

RECONSIDERED 


periods . It is remarkable that despite the 
appalling conditions in the camps and prisons 
the tortures, beatings, and humiliations, so 
many inta-nees remained unbroken in spirit, 
and carried on their resistance to oppression 
even while in captivity. 

• Internment succeeded in I reland in the 
20’s, 40’s, and late 50’s, but failed in 1971 
McGuffin points out that the IRA campaign of 
1957-62 failed because it was concentrated 

on the border areas and recieved little nral 
support. The Belfast IRA was not directly 
involved in the campaign, so their internment 
made little difference to the final outcome. 
Faulkner believed that it was primarily due 
to internment that the campaign had been def¬ 
eated, and was convinced that its introduction 
in 1971 would end IRA military activities.lt 
failed miserably. The IRA knew in advance 
that it was coming, Not only did the vast 
majority of its membership escape, but the 
bn*ality and crass stupidity of the military 
in carrying out the operation, acted to unite 
the majority of the Catholic popul ation in 
solid support of the Provisionals. 

The subsequent torture and ‘ill-treatir.ait’ 
of internees has been well documented, and 
this book gives a useful summary of thelarge 
number of cases which came to light. Intern¬ 
ees had been brutally treated before, but this 
time torture was used systematically and in 
the express orders of the government. As a 
meais of obtaining intelligence, torture is 
about as inefficient method as you can get, 
as the British military ( with its long expen. 
iencein these matters) must have known. The 
reason why it was used so widely and on such 
unlikely people was because it was seen as 
a means to intimidate the whole Catholic pop¬ 
ulation. Most of the people initially lifted 
were trades unionists, tenants and squatters 
leaders, civil rights workers. Peoples’ Demoo- 
racy socialists, like John McGuffin — in other 
•words, those who were active in organising 
civil resistance to the Orange regime. The 
government hoped that a good dose of “the 
treatment” would deter these people andothers 
in the community from continuing their militant 
opposition. Instead, Faulkner and Co. got the 
massive rents and rates strike, a concerted 
campaign of civil disobedience, the establish¬ 
ment of the “no-go” areas, and a huge influx 
of new volunteers into the ranks of the Provos. 
The government took increasingly more desper¬ 
ate measures to stem the tide, culminating in 
the infamous Bloody Sunday massacre inDerry 
Two months after, Stormont was abolished. 

The main weakness of the book lies in the 
fact that its author stes-s clear of any real 
political analysis of the Irish struggle. Weget 
no inkling of his attitude to the political aims 
of the Republicans or to the FVovisionals’ 
campaign. Those who had hoped that this bock 
would give a libertarian perspective on the 
Irish situation (assuming one is possible ), 
will be disappointed. 


For many years George Orwell’s writings 
have been used by right-wingers to discredit 
all socialist •and revolutionary movements. 
‘Animal Farm’ and‘1984’ show that socialism 
is inevitably linked with a totalitarian night¬ 
mare, and that any attempt to change society 
in a revolutionary manner will always fail. 
Raymond Williams shows that Orwell was not 
the decent, plain-living anti-revolutionary that 
he is usually seen to be, and that the right- 
wing interpretation of Orwell is completely 
false. 

Williams points out that Orwell was bom and 
educated into the ruling class of an imperialist. 
Britain. His experience <f imperialism, while 
serving in Burma, drove him to reject his class 
and turn towards the working class. “I wanted 
to submerge myself, to get right down among 
the oppressed.” he once wrote. But, William 
points out, Orwell could never understand the 
working class. He was never able to fully 
reject his class position, and saw himself as 
an outsider come to help the dumb oppressed. 
They were “people who had never learned to 
think, but who were storing up in their hearts 
and bellies and muscles, the power that would 
one day overturn the world”, he wrote in ‘1984*. 
He has his own definition of what the working 
class is like. He is embarrassed when he meets 
working people who call him ‘comrade’said sees 
a local trade union official living in an “entire¬ 
ly middle-class atmosphere”. If workers are not 
visibly oppressed, then they are really middle- 
class to Orwell. 

This shows the extent of Orwell’s socialism 
until the late 1930’s. It is a negative response 
to imperialism, priviledge and poverty. There 
is no thought of revolutionary struggle to end 
these conditions .There is just a possible 
protest. This view arises from his middle- 
class attitude towards working people.Orwell’s 
socialism was very English. He sees class 
privilege in terms of accents, clothes, styles 
of eating, and furnishing — a view of class held 
by most English social democrats right through 
the last labour government. England is merely 
“a family with the wrong members in control”- 
But why are the wrong members in control ? Is 
it merely a deference to ‘better’ accents or 
‘better’ clothes ? Such a view disguises the 


fact that class is a powerful economic relation¬ 
ship between the owners of property and capital 
on the one hand, and the owners only of labour 
and skill, on the other. 

Orwell’s very English, undoctrinal socialism 
was shaken when he went to Spain during the 
Civil War. He joined the militia of the semi- 
Trotskyist P.O.U.M. (Unified Marxist Workers’ 
Party), in Catalonia, where a socialist revolut¬ 
ion had taken place. Workers had seized factor¬ 
ies. which thev ran themselves. Peasants had 
seized the estates. When Orwell went to 
Barcelona he said, “It was the first time that 
I had ever been in a town where the working 
class was in the saddle. Practically every 
building of any size had been seized by the 
workers and was draped with red flags or with 
the red and black flag of the anarchists ..every¬ 
one wore rough working-class clothes, or blue 
overalls, or some variant of the militia uniform.’ 
This, and the experience of fighting in a revol¬ 
utionary army, where officers were elected and 
drew the same pay as the soldiers, had a deep 
effect on Orwell. “I have seen wonderful things 
and at last believe in Socialism, which I never 
did before,” he wrote in a letter. 

Orwell wanted to join the International 
Brigade (under Communist control) , so that he 
could fight in Madrid, but changed his mind whm 
the Communists attacked the Anarchists and the 
P.O.U.M. in Barcelona in May, 1937. This was 
followed by the suppression of the P.O.U.M., 
and the crushing of the revolution in Catalonia. 
Orwell became aware of the importance of diff¬ 
erences between the different parties fighting 
for the Republic. Whereas the P.O.U.M. and the 
Anarchists were fighting for a revolutionary 
Spain, the Communists wished to destroy the 
revolution to make the republic respectable in 
the eyes of capitalist Britain and France. 
Orwell, seeing his friends arrested and shot, 
escaped Spain just ahead of Communist police. 
The effect of Spain was not to turn him into an 
anti-Communist, but an anti-Stalinist,(the two 
should not be confused.) He became a revolut¬ 
ionary socialist. This is why ‘Homage to Catal¬ 
onia’, where he describeshis Spanish experience 
was not popular with the English Left in the 
1930’s, nor with those who were to drawcomfoit 
from his later novels. It is written by a revolut¬ 
ionary hostile both to orthodox Communism and 


to capitalist democracy. 

But in the England of the 1930’s andl940’s, 
there was no revolutionary movement to turn to¬ 
wards.The outbreak of war showed Orwell that 
he had not broken away completely from his 
class origins. He had “the emotion of the middle 
class man, brought up in the military tradition, 
who finds in the moment of crisis that he is a 
patriot after all”- Orwell became a reluctant 
supporter of the Labour Party, hoping against 
hope that somehow the war would defeat Hitler 
and die English class system at the same time. 
The hope was not fulfilled, and Orwell moved 
into a deeply pessimistic view of life. ‘Animal 
Farm’ is about the betrayal of a revolution, and 
the pigs who become the new rulers of the 
animals, are the same as the men who used to 
exploit them. There is no apology for those who 
had been the previous rulers. ‘1984’ is about 
the nightmarish society where there is no more 
opposition to the government — no strikes, no 
revolutionary movement - and where the state 
controls everything and everybody. William s 
criticises Orwell for identifying this society 
with Stalinism. He knew perfectly well that 
political police, censorship and propaganda 
were not a socialist or communist invention. 
Williams correctly writes, “By assigning all 
modem forms of repression and authoritarian 
‘control to a single political tendency, he .. cut 
short the kind of analysis of these inhuman and 
destructive forces wherever they appeared, und« 
whatever names and masked by whatever ideol 
whatever names and masked by whatever 
ideolo^.” Our experience of an affluent and 
militaristic capitalism shows the strength and 
weakness of ‘1984’ as a political novel. How¬ 
ever, what was for Orwell a nightmare has 
become for many a comfortable view of the 
world; those hostile to change and blind to 
oppression and suffering in capitalism. 

However, as Williams ends this excellent 
book, “the thing to do with his work, his history 
is to read it, not imitate it. He is still there. 
But as we reach out to touch him we catch somt 
thing of his hardness, a necessary hardness. Wt 
are acknowledging a presence and a distance; 
other names, other years ; a history to respect, 
to remember, to move on from.” 
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in the countryside which were to continue 
throughout Allende’s rule. In the cities, strikes 
reached record numbers, and a mass squatting 
movement by the homeless was in full swing. 

Allende won the 1970 Presidential election 
simply because the right-wing parties could 
not form a common front against him. Many dis¬ 
illusioned PDC supporters switched their votes 
to the ultra-conservative National Party. The 
result was that Allende got in with only 36.3% 
of the vote - not much higher than he received 
when he stood against Frei in 1964. 

The programme of Allende’s UP (Unidad 
Popular) - the coalition whose main elements 
were the Chilean Communist Party and Allendes 
own Socialist Party, was unashamedly state 
capitalist. Allende planned to nationalise the 
banking, insurance and trading companies, as 
well as the main industrial and mining concerns 
Small and medium industries would remain in 
private hands. The nationalised sector would 
be run by state appointees, not by the workers. 

Nevertheless, such a programme could never 
be accepted by the Chilean bourgeoisie. The 
right wing parties controlled congress, so A'.l- 
ende found it necessary to compromise on the 
programme in order to stay in power. The nat¬ 
ionalisation of most companies was ‘postponed 
- Allende hoped that the Congressional elect¬ 
ions of 1973 would give the UP a majority. 

THE WORKERS FIGHT BACK 


THE SWING TO THE RIGHT 

i h * 
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As^support’for Allende dwindled among the 
^ workers, he became increasingly reliant on the 
' Army. UP propaganda consistently extolled the 
‘democratic’ traditions of the Chilean Army, 
which unlike most others in Latin America, did 
not have a history of intervention into politics. 
The military budget was increased. All ranks 
received handsome pay increases. Officers were 
given cheap housing and extra ‘fringe benefits’. 
Mast important of all, the military was given a 
virtually free hand to disarm the workers. 

In the meantime the Chilean bourgeoisie had 
been active in making life as difficult ad poss¬ 
ible for the government. Investment was taken 
out of the country (in the first week after All¬ 
ende’s victory, over S20m left Chile). Their 
strategy was to create an economic crisis whidi 
would give the army an excuse to intervene to 
‘restore order’. In this they were directly aided 
by international capitalism which made sure 
that it would be impossible for Chile to obtain 
desperately needed credits from foreign banks 
and governments. The Nixon government put 
pressure on international aid agencies to cut 
down on their aid programmes for Chile. The 
CIA was directly involved in numerous plots to 
overthrow Allende, as the recent revelations 
about the ITT affair have shown. All this, com¬ 
bined with the falling world prices of copper 
(which constitute 70% of Chilean exports) pro¬ 
duced inflation and commodity scarcity of 
staggering proportions. The position was made 
worse by the recent ‘bosses strike’ of lorry 
owners, shopkeepers snd the professional 
classes, when the Government had t 


Despite Allende’s compromises the working 
class pressed ahead with its demands. His pro¬ 
mise to “lay the foundations of socialism” had 
opened up a Pandora’s box which no amount of 

and peasants began to arm themselves in pre¬ 
paration for the struggle they knew was bound 
to come. Factory occupations and rural exprop¬ 
riations continued unabated. Allende was 
caught in an impossible situation. He could 
not legally carry through his programme bec¬ 
ause of the forces arranged against him in 
Congress. If he was to attempt extra-legal mcas 
ures, this would obviously lead to a right wing 
coup. On the other hand, if he did not fulfil his 
promises, the workers would take decisions into 
their own hands and sweep aside Allende and 
his reformist coalition for good. _ 


had to use the 
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In such a desperate situation the only way 
out for Allende would have been to appeal to 
the working class to seize power for themselves 
to forestall the inevitable coup. Some members 
of the coalition were in favour of this, but the 
Communi^Party. wjrich throughout has been 
the most r i g&t ^ wing element in the UP, bitterly 
opposed it. The CP strategy was to “win over 
the middle classes”, and to do this it was pre¬ 
pared to abandon every radical aspect of the 
UP programme. In 1972, the Party proposed 
more concessions to the Christian Democrats, 
including cutting down drastically on the num¬ 




ber of companies to be nationalised, compens¬ 
ating their former owners, halting the land 
reform programme, sacking the more radical 
members of the government and abandoning the 
long-term policy of replacing Congress with a 
Popular Assembly. Since then Allende has con¬ 
ceded most of these points, as well as agreeing 
to de-nationalise those companies that had pre¬ 
viously been expropriated without congressional 
assent. 

The CP has also proved to be the most dil¬ 
igent in repressing the left. In Concepcion, in 
Southern Chile, an anti-fascist demonstration 
was brutally broken up by the police on the 
orders of Chavez, the mayor of the town and a 
member of the CP central committee. A week 
later, the CP governor of the province of Cautin 
ordered the riot squad to “use maximum force” 
to smash a peasants’ demonstration protesting 
about the lack of medical facilities in the area- 
The Communists have also been the most forth¬ 
right in demanding the use of the Army against 
“the armed groups of the ultra-left” ie. the 
workers. It is certainly no thanks to the CP 
that, when the coup came, at least some work¬ 
ers were sufficiently armed to defend themselve 
no matter how much it may claim that it was 
Aockpiling its own arms for such an eventual¬ 
ity. / 

POSSIBILITIES FOR THE FUTURE 

The only major grouping on the left that has 
consistently advocated .evo itionary action has 
been the MIR (Movimento de Izquierda Revol- 
ucianaria - or Movement of the Revolutionary 
Left). In 1970 it had no real mass base, though 
its militants numbered several thousand. With 
the disillusionment of many Allende-istas it 
has since gained significant, support armrift-c-**— 
tain sections of the working class, notably in 
Concepcion and among the thousands of squat¬ 
ters in Santiago. By supporting the mass act¬ 
ions of thepeasanty and die workers’ occupat¬ 
ions of the factories, it has provided a revol¬ 
utionary alternative to the reformism of the UP. 
While some workers have been demoralised by 
the treachery of the CP, many others have at 
last seen through the illusions of “the peace¬ 
ful road”. The growing strength of the recently 
formed Revolutionary Workers Front (which un¬ 
ites the MIR with the small trotskyist and mao- 
ist groups) among hitherto loyal UP supporters 
is part of the explanation for the increasingly 
hysterical attacks on the “ultra-left” by the UP 
The other part of the explanation is that the 
government was prepared to do anything to show 
the ruling class how ‘respectable’ and ‘const¬ 
itutional’ it really was. Allende went so far as 
to bring the military chiefs into his government 
in order to placate the army and be seen as the 
upholder of “law and order”. 


The programme of the MIR, though essential¬ 
ly revolutionary, should be criticised. There is 
no firm commitment to direct workers’ control 
of all industry and no guarantee that political 
power will rest in the hands of thr working class 
through democratic worker’s councils. What 
seems to be envisaged is a kind of dual power 
of a centrali sed state and worker’s and peas¬ 
ants assemblies, and history has shown the 
contradiction of such a position. Nevertheless 
this statist element should not blind libertarian* 
to the fact that the MIR is not a bolshevik type 
organisation. Its social composition has been 
fast changing with the entry of large numbers 
of highly politicised workers whose spontan¬ 
eous actions over the last year show that they 
have the willingness and the capacity to take 
control into their own hands. Some points of 
the programme are clearly out of date and oth¬ 
ers may be rendered irrelevant as the revolut¬ 
ionary events set in motion take their course. 


PEASANTS GUARDING OCCUPIED FARM IN CAUTIN PROVINCE WITH SHOTGUNS 


The present military junta may have achiev¬ 
ed temporary control of the situation, but given 
the polarisation of the classes and the present 
relationship of forces in Chile, it cannot hope 

X to last long. The parallels with the Spanish 

; Revolution of 1936 are obvious. Let us hope 
that the Chilean workers have learnt the less¬ 
ens of their own recent history and reject once 
and for all the blind alley of reformism. It may 
be ton much to hope also that the advocates of 
the “parliamentary road" in this country and 
elsewhere will have also leamt from the Chile 
experience that no ruling class will ever 
up its power peacefully. 


The world’s press has described Salvadore 
Allende as “the world’s first der'-rratically 
elected Marxist leader”. The social democrat 
and Stalinist parties in particular have se«n 
this as a vindication o£the belief that social¬ 
ism could be achieved through the ballot box. 

Chile was looked upon as the model which 
would eventually be copied by the rest or 
Latin America. Working class revolution and 
armed struggle were held to be things of the 
past. What was their necessity, now that the 
State (or at least part of it) was in the hands 
of the workers “representatives”? 

The recent events in Chile have shown 
once again the criminal folly of such beliefs. 
Allende’s “peaceful road” has been far from 
peaceful, and has led not to socialism but to 
fascist military rule. 

CHILE’S PROBLEMS 

The. 1960’s saw the deepening of Chile’s 
social/crisis. Rising unemployment and cont¬ 
inuing inflation (at a rate of 30% a year), com¬ 
bined with the perennial Latin American prob¬ 
lems of rural poverty and illiteracy, produced 
an explosive situation. Urban workers deman¬ 
ded higher wages and widespread nationalis¬ 
ation. In the countryside, the landless peas¬ 
ants living in virtual serfdom on the big est¬ 
ates demanded a massive redistribution of 
land and the establishment of adequate med¬ 
ical facilities and services. 

In 1964 the Christian Democrat Party under 
the leadership of Frei came to power on the 
promise of implementing large scale reforms. 
Frei proved to be a miserable failure. Unem- 
Dloyment rose even higher and the rate of 
inflation increased. Nothing was done to com¬ 
bat' illiteracy or provide medical services in 
the rural areas. The Chilean peasantry gained 
the dubious distinction of having one of the 
highest infant mortality rates in Latin America. 
The promised land reforms came to nothing. 

Only a tiny proportion of land was redistributed 
so that by 1969 over 60% of all arable land was 
owned by less than 600 people. 

What the Chilean workers did get in plenty 
from Frei was reoression. Militants were im¬ 
prisoned and left wing papers banned. Pretest 
was met with brute force. In the November 1967 
General Strike six people were killed by the 
police. Other massacres followed. Mass dis¬ 
content reached boiling point, and this period 
saw the beginning of the peasant expropriations 
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DEFEND 


August 1972 saw the culmination of years 
of negotiations and minor disputes between 
building workers and bosses over pay demands, 
conditions (toilets, canteens etc.) and the 
use of lump labour on building sites. 

For ye are the employers have encour^ed 
individual workers to register as self-employed 
casual labour. Under this system workers have 
no stamps and avoid being taxed. This in turn 
enables the employer to pay less to the 
worker and avoid paying insurance contributions 
himself. This policy makes the worker illegal 
and forces him to move from site to site. He is 
paid, by the day and any sign of militancy 
means he’s sacked on the spot. 

Lump labour is used by the bosses to 
break any attempt to organise and fight for 
better conditions. Also these workers are not 
compensated for indistrial accidents and 
deaths. One death for every working day. 

Sites are spread over vast areas and for the 
strike to spread and prove effective the 
‘flying picket’ tactic was adopted. This 
involved coach loads of strikers travelling 
from site to site arguing about the situation 
with other building workers and mobilising f - 
active support. This tactic was originally 
started by the miners drring their strike in 
1971. • 

In North Wales the workers also adopted 
this course of action. The main activity was 
centred around Shrewsbury, North Wales dist¬ 


rict, and Telford, where the newtown develop¬ 
ment run by the giant McAlpine building 
contractors were signing up lump labour. 

The police continually followed the pickets 
and commended their behaviour. Six months 
after the campaign to stop lump labour began, 

24 workers were arrested by the same body pf 
policemen and charged with causing an affray, 
intimidation and damage to proptrty. The jury 
obviously found the men not guilty on the 
charge of causing an affray — the courts 
have substituted a charge of unlawful assembly- 
A charge of far-reaching implications. 

Altogether 243 charges have been brought 
against the 24. It will cost the stde an est¬ 
imated £250,000 to proceed with the trial. In 
spite of this the state is trying to cover up 
the trial because, with the worsening economic 
crisis, capitalism has little room in which to 
manoevre. It has been shown in the past that 
the capitalist class will attack working class 
living standards by severely cutting wages, and 
trying to crush any attempts of working people 
organi sing against it. 

The two big unions involved, UCATT and 
the T&G, have backed down from the fight 



and are guiding their own members into court 
on the grounds that these »e criminal charges 
and they are offering no legal aid. The mi on 
leaderships have shown themselves incapahle 
of any foresight into the coming struggles of 
their members. 

The Communist Party dominated ‘rank and 
file’ Charter group have been concentrating 
only on pressurising the union leadership. They 
have advocated a purely defensive struggle. 
They have avoided the political nature of the 
trial like the plague. During the building work¬ 
ers strike their paper did not appear on ce. 

They were scared of ant agon: zing the union 
bureaucracy. 

During the recent public meetings, called to 
build support for the Shrewsbury 24, they have 
constantly avoided criticism of the union 
bureaicrats. However.many workers are voicing 
their contempt for the union’s role. 

At the recent Tory conference delegates 
attacked flying pickets as criminal elements in 
the Trade Union movement. Some party members 
demanded the banning of picket lines at sites 
and factories. A moderate call was for a 
maximum of two trade unionists (and no—one 
else) to man limited pickets. The second of 



the two right wing demands is the one most 
likely to become law in the near future: 

-The TUC has continued to cooperate with 
tbeTories in spite of the series of attacks 
that began with the Industrial Relations Act 
through to Phase 3. The UCATT and T&G 
failure to defend the Shrewsbury 24 is part of 
the TUC’s overall policy. 

It is the building workers and hospital 
workers, and the <*her low-paid, who the 
Tories have tried to gaol. They hope after 
their bloody nose with the Pen ton vi lie 5 that 
G-rsthewroak point of the working cl ass move 

The defence of the 24 will only succeed if 
workers take the kind of mass action they did 
to release the Pentonville 5. Success will not 
mean the end of the bosses attacks. A cohesive 
rank and file national organisation is a basic 
Precondition of this. The creation and extensioi 
of site steward combines therefore represents 
the most basic need in the building industry 
at present. 


John Manning 

WHITER OFFERSIUE 


ABOUT 

'LIBERTARIAN STRUGGLE' 

This paper is written and produced by 
militants all over the country, who are 
active in their trade unions, tenants' 
associations, claimants’ unions, womens’ 
liberation groups, schools, colleges and 
universities. 

We are united by our membership of the ORA 
a democratically organised group , which 
fights for a libertarian communist revolution. 
This means a revolution brought about, and 
firmly controlled by, the working class. This 
is the only foundation for a society in which 
production is for need, not profit, free from 
exploitation and oppression. 

The only way working class power can 
express itself, is through workers councils 
in the factories and through neighbourhood 
councils in the communities. Demands for 
improvement in workers’ living standards, 
whether wages, better housing, etc, are not 
purely economic demands. The working class 
must make each demand a move towards the 
control of production and the control of their 
own lives. Therefore every organisation and 
struggle of the working class must be dirertlty 
and democratically controlled by the workers 
involved. Consequently we oppose all groups 
and parties who take the initiative and 
control from the working class. 


As part of our attempt to put this kind of 
politics into practice, we have rotating 
editorship of each issue of this paper. We 
produce the paper (none of us are profess¬ 
ional journalists) to provide one means of 
spreading some hidden facts, of publicising 
what workers are thinking and doing, to 
workers in other industries, and other parts 
of the country, to talk about what claimants, 
women, immigrants, pensioners and school- 
kids are doing, and to show how these 
battles can be united. 

We won’t give you the familiar shit about, 
“this is your paper”. What we do say is : 
-tfSE this paper, 

-pass on what you’ve learnt, 

- contact others in a similar situation. 

We know that lots of people have no practice 
at writing articles - but who needs literary 
genius ? An essential factor in the develop¬ 
ment of the working class movement is the 
communication of details and the lessons of 
its various struggles. 

WORKERS’ POWER - NO SUBSTITUTE ! 


in the last few years, there has been much 
talk of ‘winter offensives’ by the more 
optimistic (or utopian ?) on the left. Large 
sections of workers have engaged in leng¬ 
thy and often bitter strikes. This situation 
looks very likely to occur again this winter. 
But to imagine that militancy alone can beat 
the pay laws and Phase3 is to ignore what 
has happened in the last ‘winter offensives’. 

The struggles involving postmen, miners, 
railwayraen, gas workers, hospital workers, 
power-workers, civil servants and London 
teachers have had varying results depending 
on how far the rank and file were able to 
organise to take the running of their strikes 
into their own hands. In this way the miners 
were able to win, whereas the hospital 
workers and postmen who, by and large, let 
their leaders dictate the course of the strike 
were totally beaten. 

It is also vital that not only should the 
rank and file take over the running of their 
struggles, but that workers in different ind¬ 
ustries form co-ordinated linking bodies. 

This has happened in the last two years. 

The solidarity that the miners could call 
on from all sections of the working class 
was seen in the mass picket of Saltley Coke 
Depot. Many workers struck in support of 
the hospital workers. Public service workers 
formed cross-industry alliances of hospital 
workers, civil servants and teachers. The 
extension of this kind of co-ordination with 
the rank and file firmly in control is the 
only way that the working class can use its 
strength in what, this winter, .will be an 
open confrontation between the class and 
the government. 

To expect the trade union bureaucrats 
and the TUC to help in this struggle is to 
ignore the historic ‘buffer role’ that they 
play. In contrast to the beginnings of co¬ 
ordinated activity that the working class 
started to develop last year the TUC :- 

-Delayed calling a special congress until 
5th March against Phase One (which the 
government introduced in November). 

-Tried to prevent (unsuccessfully) that conf¬ 
erence taking decisions. 

- Blocked moves for a general strike with 
the Jones-Scanlon motion for a one-day pro¬ 
test. 

-Delayed calling that strike until May 1 st 
by which time it hoped (rightly) that by 
stalling, the hospital workers and others 
would have been defeated. 


-Made sure that the May 1st strikes would 
only really be token by ‘inviting’ unions to 

take part. 

Gormley, President of the NUM, stated 
quite correctly that the TUC had either to 
wage all-out opposition to the Tory govern¬ 
ment or not bother at all. As usual the TUC 
took the course of ’left’ rhetoric combined with 
compromise and behind the scenes collaborat¬ 
ion.. It is matching the words with consistent 
action that wins struggles, i.e. the content aid 
not just die form. 

All kinds of tactics have been discovered cr 
re-discovered by the working class in the last 
t\MD years that have helped to strengthen self- 
confidence. The flying picket used by the miners 
and building workers proved very successful in 
the car-worker’s figit at Chrysler. The occup¬ 
ations, sit-ins aid work-ins that have taken place 
at BSA, Briant, the Manchester engineering 
werks, UCS, Fakenham, Plessey, Fisher-Bendix 
etc have brought into the open not just the ques¬ 
tion of which tactics to use, but of die owner¬ 
ship aid control of the means of production 


This is not to dismiss the very reformist nature 
of some of the work-ins or the role of the Stalin¬ 
ists in them. At each step of struggle we have 
to assess how each tactic used has brought 
forward opportunities for autonomous working 
class activity.. 


This winter sees trouble looming for the 
government from several sections of the working 
class. It seems likely that die engineers, the pow¬ 
er-workers, the miners, the dockers, civil serv¬ 
ants, postal workers aid others will be taking 
industrial action. If none of the lessons that 
the working class has painfully learnt in the 
last couple of years is applied; if each group of 
workers is content to let the leadership run the 
strikes; aid is happy to let each union go down 
separately then the ruling class will have the go- 
ahead to take further steps to the corporate 
state and to cut the wages and living standards 
of the working class. This is the reality of 
the ‘winter offensive*. 
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PHASE 3 

THE LATEST ATTACK 
ON THE WORKING CLASH 


Phase Three is now being introduced by foe 
Tories. The TLC go scutfling to beg a few cm- 
mbs and at the same time give Heath’s legisla¬ 
tion an air of respectability. On each occasion 
the TLC meets Heath to negotiate, the propos¬ 
als that aftemards leave Downing Street appear 
to the working class to be ’approved’ by the 
workers’ representatives. The representatives 
being the delegates from the General Council of 
the TLC as led by ex-Oxford General Secretary 
Len Murray, the new replacement for Vic Fea¬ 
ther. 

What does this *negotiation’ produce? What 
gain s have the TUC delegates made for the mem¬ 
bers of the labour movement, of which a large 
number have demanded that the sham talks 
cease? 

Heath’s Phase Three is a tougher control of 
all wages aid a licence for enployers to reap 
bigger and better profits at the cost of the liv¬ 
ing standards of the working class. All of Heath’s 
proposals are embroidered with minor ‘concess- 
icns’ to give the inpression of ‘fairness’ and 
’generosity’ to the anti-working dass proposals. 

A £10 ‘gift* to the pensioners and the possibility 
of subsidised mortgages,plus die talk about 
'assistance’ to lower paid woikers.act as a co¬ 
ver for £100 cutbacks in school avd hospital 
building eipenditure, and little change in die 
general pay proposals and ai end to nearly every 
restriction on profits. 

BOSSES’ CHARTER 

Phase Three is no more than a charter for die 
bosses. A charter of that one and only freedom 
that is dear to every Tory heart - die right to 
Free fiitetprise - the freedom to eiploit. A close 
infection of die proposals clearly shows that 
restrictions on the employers and investors ae 
to be kept to a minimum: 


(1) The retkiction of the number of profit margins 
that were limited to 10% 



TED HEATH - CYNICAL EFFORT 
IN HIS ANNOUNCEMENTS OF 
GENEROSITY 


(2> Dividend increases of 5% to be allowed, all 
restrictions on dividends for "new* invest¬ 
ments to be lifted 

(3) Rent on business premises to be frozen 

(4) Depreciation of machinery to be considered 
a production cost and used in application 
for price rises 

(5) Medium-si zed firms only need to notify the 
Prices and Incomes Board of price rises, 
and do not need to gain the petmission of 
the Board 

What ’fairness’ and ‘generosity’ are there in 
these measures? Business premise rents are 
frozen to cut overheads and raise profits while 
the rest of the working class suffers from the 
’Fair Rents’ act and the results of the interest 
war between baiks and building socities, and 
widespread speculation on land and buildings. 
Profits are given every chance to increase while 
negligible *restrictions’ are placed on dividends 
to give the appearance of a balance between the 
control of prices and wages.. 

“ FAIRNESS* 

This Tory legislation pekage contains an 
even more cynical effort in its announcements 
of ‘fairness’ over the section of phase Three 
concerning wages. Using the traditional lie that 
severe cuts in the rises of higher wage earners 
assist the lower paid, the Tories have offered 
the unions a meagre lunp sum and are encourag¬ 
ing the membership of these unions to fight amo - 
ngst themselves for the crumbs. This has been 
dene not by offering the wage rise ceiling in die 
form of 7% or £2.25 per head, but by pointing 
out that the wage rises can be calculated as a 
total for a workforce and then spread out ‘unev¬ 
enly’ to offset the lower paid in that workforce. 
The maximum wage rise under this ‘uneven’ 
system is to be £350. 

The total of 7% is in some cases less than 
the £1 plus 4% of Phase Two. The chewiest 
Tory attempt to allay the workers’ fears of in¬ 
flation is the 40p a week rise for the 1% rise in 
the retail price index (calculated by the Tories 
of course). This only comes into effect when the 
7% has already been neutralised by inflation. 

The most inport ant fact dial has had littje em¬ 
phasis placed on it in the bourgeois press is that 
the workers have to fi^U the enployers to even 
gam the wage levels in Phase Three. The em¬ 
ployers are in no way en couraged to pay up to , 
Heath’s rulings on wage ceilings.. 

PAY CUT 

Phase three is to be enforced for the next 
twelve months by die Tory government with 
restrictions on profits cut, and controls on 
wages tightened. The massive inflation during 
the coming year wiU annihilate the effects of 
any wage rises Si at have been obtained wifiiin 
the limits set down by the Tories. Phase 3 
a moults to no more than a large cut rt wages 
when seen in (his perspective. 

The final offer of Tory ‘goierosity’ was die 
decree that New Year’s Day be a public holiday. 
The New Year's Day holiday has bean in unoff¬ 
icial operation for years. The Tories were just 
ccnfotming a fact and dressing it ip as an act 
of benevolence. 

There is nothing benevolent about Phase 
Three - it is a direct attack on the working class 
and it is a preparation for die major offensive 
to come. 


BOB CAMPBELL 



The Japanese Government is now attempting 
to revise a liberal abortion law that has been 
on the statute books since 1949, because they 
are worried by "the severe labour shortage 
and its effects on the nation’s industrial 
growth*. The bill was originally passed in 
the lean years after the second world war, when 
few Japanese could afford to have many child¬ 
ren. The attempt to revise flic bill, by deletiig 
“economic reasons" as grounds for abortion, 
and replacing it with "Mother’s mental and 
physical health" - which is far harder to 
define - demonstrates,only too clearly the 
‘mpleasant face of capitalism’ in yet another 
guise. Abortions are granted, or not, on 
economic grounds , whatever the clauses in 
the laws state. The State manipulates people 
to provide them with more industrial fodder, 
or with less, depending on its economic requ¬ 
irements. 

The removal of widely available abortion 
facilities in a country where the pill is very 
difficult to obtain and where abortion is the 
main method of contraception, will have dis¬ 
astrous consequences for many unwilling 
mothers forced into producing the nation’s 
workers. That abortion is practised as the 
main form of contraception is wholly wrong, 
but to deny women even this method of prev¬ 
enting unwanted motherhood is just another 
example of the control that capitalism has 

A similar situation has already developed 


FRTfll 

STATISTICS 


* Over 2000 people are killed at work or die of 
industrial disease annually 

* 70,000 workers are injured by cutting instru¬ 
ments 

* Approximately 34,000 people are injured just 
falling over at writ 

* There are 19,563 fractures 

* 16,000 are burnt at work 

* 14,445 suffer lacerations 

* 14,000 had a foreign body in an eye 

* 13000 fall from ladders and scaffolding 

* 7,920 are crushed 

* There are 1,799 concussions 

* There are 1,489 amputations 

* There are 1,096 dislocations 

* 7%,000 workers are injured in Britain amually 
(From the British Ginical Journal, July 1973) 


FOOTNOTE TO THE COD WAR 


British trawlers off Iceland have made 
good returns during the past year in spite 
of the fishing limit dispute. Two ships made 
more than £38,000 for single voyages to 
Iceland and many have made £27,000. 

(Times, 24th September.) 



in some East European countries. For example 
Rumania has increased the birth rate from IS 
to 27 births per thousand of the population by 
banning ab<xtion, ceasing to import the pill, 
(which is not manufactured in Rumania despite 
the highly developed state of the fharmaceut- 
ical industry) and by virtually banning dikorce. 
These draconian measures have been used to 
satisfy an estimated 80% increase in the 
demand for labour. 

Whilst the major part of the burden of such 
State manipulation naturally falls an the women 
(who in Rumania are still expected to increare 
their percentage of the work force beyond the 
present 61%), such action oppresses the 
husbands and fathers too. For if children are 
conceived ui willingly they present a financial 
and emotional burden to the rest of the family. 
Fathers must give their time to their children, 
they must work more to pay for their needs; 
sisters and brothers must share their parents’ 
love and time with the extra ones, and so cn. 
Unwanted children are like stones in a pond — 
the ripples spread right across the water. In 
fact, the whole society is made subservient to 
the greedy demands of the State and is kept 
cowed by the reliance on State aid that 
nuclear families tring. Keeping a population 
on the 'straight and narrow’ is dcxie by the use 
of the power of the State - controlling and 
manipulating family size is just another way 
of doing this. 


RATS IN 


THE 


EAST-END 


Despite constant attacks on the living 
standards of the working class, HEATH 
insists that the working class Is better off 
now than ever before. Whilst beef and fresh 
food is disappearing from many working class 
families’ dinner tables, living conditions get 
rapidly worse. One example of the bad housing 
conditions of the working class came to light 
recently - but was of course played down by 
the national press. Recently a block of flats 
in East London has been invaded by rats. 

The rats - many over two feet long - have 
taken over in Wentworth Street, Stepney, and 
play among the young children in the playground 
area of the flats. A woman resident said “The 
place is absolutely infested with them. They 
roam around the playground, even during the day 
while the kids are there. They just trot around 
with their babies and are not frightened of 
anything. It makes me feel awful just to see 
them. Many of the people in the block are 
terrified to go outside by themselves and the 
kids bunch up together as they play because 
of the fear of the rats.” 

A dentist living in the block is worried 
about the health situation and has warned of 
a serious risk of typhoid. Dental surgeon Neil 
McLeod said, "I’m very concerned about it. I 
have seen at least ten or twenty rats running 
about in the playground. There is a serious 
medical risk here. If one of the rats bites a 
child or enters his flat after treading where 
the rats have been, there is a big risk of 
typhoid - it could contaminate the whole area." 

Residents pointed out, that although they 
have complained to Tower Hamlets Council 
and officers have come and looked around the 
flats, nothing has been done to get rid of the 
rats. The council when asked were officially 
"Looking into it.” 
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RENT: LEGALISED 


Wien the Housing Finance Act came into 
force last October, 1972, many thousands 
of tenants across Britain organised to with¬ 
hold the rent increases it imposed, partic¬ 
ularly in the North West and Midlands, new 
Tenants Action Groups were set up, and on 
several estates on Merseyside, tenants went 
on total rent strike. The present housing 
strategy of the State represents an attack 
intended to fundamentally sweep away all 
the gains made in housing by the working 
class since the First World War. 


THE LAST FIFTY YEARS - 

CLASS BACKGROUND, STATE BACKLOG 

In 1915, working class resistance to 
paying rapidly rising rents to private land¬ 
lords, who were profiteering from the war¬ 
time housing shortage, threatened to become 
a mass political struggle and to halt 
munitions production on Clydeside. 


landlord in Europe, and introduced a Fair 
•Rents” scheme — a big rent increase offset 
by means tested rent rebates. GLC tentants 
in estates in East London mainly, sent the 
rebate forms back to County Hall in coffins 
and burnt them on the steps, and they with¬ 
held the increase from October 1968. 

The tenants waged a militant, defensive 
struggle; excluding Labour and Communist 
Party influence to contain the struggle to 
pressure politics. The strike reached a dec¬ 
isive point in early I960. A massive march 
on the Hampstead home of the then Minister 
of Housing, Greenwood, was met by brutal 
police attacks. Having bypassed the GLC, 
tenants were confronted with the State, police 
and courts. For the first time, they drew the 
support of organised workers, who recognised 
the class violence of the police, and helped 
form anti-eviction squads to defeat further 
direct attacks on the tenants. The State 
took the initiative of freezing further rent 
rises nationally. The respectable elements 
within the tenants movement turned to the 
courts, to protest the ‘illegality’ of the rent 
rises, rather than going on total rent strike. 
This retreat to ‘legalistic’ struggle enabled 
the Labour Party and Communist Party to 
get a foot back in the door of the tenants 
movement. 


Without a class perspective to identify 
these developments, tenants rapidlv with¬ 
drew from the strike-half victorious andhalf 
defeated. The State drew its own lessons. 
The Housing Finance Act contains some of 
these. The result of this defeat has made 
London tenants, GLC and Borough alike.un- 
willing to fight again on the limited demands 


of that struggle, although this has not affect¬ 
ed the refusal to pay increased rents ,Las 
evidenced by soaring arrears levels in East** 
London. It is the conscious, adequate polit¬ 
ical expression of that refusal that is miss¬ 
ing. 


LIFE UNDER THE WARFARE STATE 


In 1970, the decline of British capital’s 
international position was accelerating into 
crisis. The solution resorted to by the ruling 
class, through the Tory government,has been 
an all out offensive against the standard of 
living of the working class. The main form 
of support the State has given to this policy 
is to cut back State spending,through disman¬ 
tling altogether some areas of the welfare 
state - school milk, prescriptions, etc. They 
also introduced legislation to force working 
people to pay more and more of the rest of 
the social bill. .The Housing Finance Act is 
one of the main planks in this policy. 


CAPITALIST PRIORITIES 


The capitalist priorities underlying this 
Act are many sided. Driving up rent levels 
nationally, it puts the entire cost of working 
class housing on the backs of working class 
tenants, rather than offset by general taxat¬ 
ion. In the past, local authorities had the 
ability to secure working class support 
through low rents. This made it worth while 
for tenants to stay in low cost housing, even 
if there were no jobs in their area. Central 
government aims to increase the mobility of 
labour, driving workers out of areas of dec¬ 
lining and unprofitable industry to areas 
where Capital prefers to invest. This being 
predominantly in the South East, near trans¬ 
port links, on cheap land outside the cities, 
at low rates. The means tested rebate system 
is aimed to subsidise the rents of lower paid 
workers, out of the rents of the higher paid 
workers,. The poor must remain in the inner 
city. They are essential to the running of the 
rapidly declining city services, like trans¬ 
port, and hospitals. In London, the govern¬ 
ment estimate that eventually 80% of London 
council tenants will need rebates. 


WHEN YOUR LANDLORD’S YOUR BOSS - 
MUNICIPAL WORKERS & THE RENT 

The rebates are intended as wage sub¬ 
sidies, keeping low paid public and private 
sector workers down; the other side ofmaking 
state housing ‘profitable’ is to use rents to 
serve as an extra subsidy to local services- 
garbage collection, transport, road maintain- 
ance, etc - in the face of local government 
workers’ wage demands, and soaring inflation 
which threatens to eat up the same local 
government funds— drawn from state grants, 
(general taxation), rates and rents. Councils 
are forced to put their rent surpluses into 
their rate account, as well as recently incr¬ 
easing the proportion of rates paid by working 
class tenants. Either way it comes out of 
workers’ pockets. This is accompanied by 
the rationalisation of maintainance workers. 

In 1968 as well as putting up the rents, the 
GLC cut its maintainance workers by 1,500 
pressing ahead with work-study, speed up 
and bonus and productivity schemes. This 


saved £1,5 00,000 a year on the Housing 
Account. The result is rapidly worsening 
conditions on the estates and the undermin¬ 
ing of municipal workers’ organisation. This 
i s being attempted now throughout the count¬ 
ry, mainly against manual workers but also 
white collar staff as well with the reorgan¬ 
isation of local government. 

OWNER OCCUPATION — 

A STAKE IN THE SYSTEM 
OR A STAKE ON THE H.P. 

THE SCREW TIGHTENS 


This Act is not just a question of rent 
rises. The rebate system alsokeeps low paid 
workers and higher paid workers split up. 

The higher rents are intended to drive higher 
paid workers into owner-occupation; “Afair¬ 
er choice between owning a house and rent¬ 
ing one”. Every government aims to extend 
the ‘Property owning democracy’ .especially 
into the working class. Regular mortgage pay¬ 
ments and a vested interest in your ‘own’ 
castle, tends to undermine class solidarity. 
The threat to the individual worker and his 
family.of defaulting on mortgage repayments 
actias a disincentive to collective strike 
action. Now over half the homes in this 


country are owner-occupied, and the State is 
prepared to subsidi se this through low-start 
mortgages, option mortgages, 100% mortgages 
jand tax concessions.For the low paid, who 
• are being made increasingly dependant on 
the rebates, the prospect is council estate 
ghettoes, graded and starved of maintainance 
according to the wages of the tenants. 

In recent months the credit crisis has 
forced the State to push up interest rates, 
pushing up mortgage rates in turn. They leave 
owner occupiers with a choice between £2 
or £4 a week rise in mortgage payments, or 
indefinite repayments — more than ever mort¬ 
gages become a form of glorified rent. Since 
higher paid tenants have compared their 
rent increases with the rising cost of mort- 
, gages, and found staying put a better deal, 
the strategy of replacing them with tenants • 
off the waiting lists has collapsed. The 
planned cutbacks in council house building 
have simply accelerated the shortage of 
working class housing, while private estates 
are empty of buyers. 

THE LABOUR PARTY - 
YOUR LIFE IN THEIR HANDS 
CLAY CROSS ON THEIR ROSETTES 

The Labour Party, which has tradition¬ 
ally relied on local social issues, particular 
ly housing, to gain working class support, 
has been thrown into crisis as it can no 
longer act as the political intermediary bet¬ 
ween the working class and ruling class 
interests. 

For many tenants who have been fighting 
the increased rents, the collapse of the local 
Labour councils after all their election 
promises has come as a profound political 
disillusion. In many places the local Labour 
Council has actively opposed‘illegal’ actions 
by tenants, and are in the forefront of serving 
notices to quit and attachment of earnings 
orders (which avoid mobilisations around 
evictions), while telling tenants to put their 
faith in a future Labour government. The 
exception. Clay Cross, despite the pro- 
working class policies of its council, has 
served to maintain left Labour illusions 
nationally. Kirkby Council sent cash today 
Cross, while serving eviction notices on the 
tenants of Tower Hill estate. What Clay Cross 
represents is the rapidly disappearing poss¬ 
ibility of Councils being closely enough in 
the control of the working class of a town to 
become a means to enact working class pol¬ 
icies. The Reorganisation of Local Govern¬ 
ment Act operative from 1974, centralising 
all social policies, like housing, while de¬ 
centralising administrative functions, reduc¬ 
ing councils to statutorily controlled land¬ 
lords, will remove such exceptional situat¬ 
ions. Opposition from Labour councillors to 
this reorganisation of the role of local coun¬ 
cils, the first this century, has been even 
more non-existantthan resistance to the 
Housing Finance Act. It is not entirely un¬ 
connected with the fact that in future coun¬ 
cillors will be paid upwards of £5 a meeting 
by their masters in Westminster, out of our 
rent and rates. 

TRADES UNIONS OF TEN ANTS- 
A JACK JONES ON EVERY ESTATE ? 
A BRANCH OFFICIAL IN EVERY HOME 

As we have seen, the rising rents and 
deteriorating conditions on council estates 
are different sides of the same 50p coin. 
There is no likelihood that conditions will 
improve with the rising rents, and this is 
cause for political concern to the State. After 
.the GLC rent strike they realised that annu4 
garden competitions were not enough, and 
the numerous voluntary and official State 
agencies in London began rapidly pressing 
for more ‘effective channels of communicat¬ 
ion’ between tenants and the authorities. 
Within three years, nearly every borough, as 
well as the GLC, has set up assorted Con¬ 
sultative arrangements with-officially reoogi 
nised Tenants Associations, to attempt to 


The State intervened and froze rents to 
pre-war levels, promising “homes for heroes 
after the War. Ever since, the State has re¬ 
mained the sole producer of working class 
housing for rent. 

For fifty years housing policy has been 
locally administered, and Labour councils 
have been able to keep rents low by adding 
subsidies from the rates to subsidies from 
Central Government. This has been one of 
the enduring bases for electoral support for 
Labour councils, but it has also meant that 
struggles against rent levels have been loc¬ 
alised by the Ailing class, and that sectional 
working class interests of private tenants, 
council tenants and owner o 
been encouraged to develop. 

However one effect of 50 years of munic¬ 
ipal housing has been the steadily increas¬ 
ing indebtedness of local councils. For, as 
the costs of land, capital and labour 
the resistance to paying higher rents has 
remained, particularly among working class 
council tenants of State housing. As a result 
rents ceased to represent an adequate return 
on capital for the capitalist State .... and 
increasingly money was borrowed to pay 
' debts on debts. 

THE GLC RENT STRIKE 


In 1967, the Tories gained control of the 
Greater London Council, the biggest public 



AT A TIME OP WAGE CUTS AND ATTACKS ON WORKERS LIVING STANDARDS 
LOBBYING IS NO ANSWER. TOTAL RENT STRIKES ARE THE ONLY WAY FORWARD 
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THEFT 


HOSPITM WORK- 

the struggle goes on 


damp down theexplosive effects generated 
by the State’s class housing policy, and 
divert tenants’ attention away from the class 
nature of their housing situation, in partic¬ 
ular to split apart the question of rents and 
conditions. Official support for Tenants Ass¬ 
ociations as the"Trades Unions of council 
tenants” demonstrates that what the State 
most fears is the generalised class solidar¬ 
ity that comes when council tenants look 
beyond the immediate situation as council 
tenants to squatters, private tenants and 
homeless, as sharing a common class struggt 
around housing and rents. The development 
of Neighbourhood councils, Parish councils, 
etc, has the same purpose; to fill a danger¬ 
ous political vacuum created by die reorgan¬ 
isation of the State structure. 


SECTIONAL INTEREST 
OR CLASSWIDE PERSPECTIVES ? 


So long as council tenants oppose the 
Act from the point of view of defending their 
position as council tenants, when the rul ing 
class, through the Act, is attacking the wage 
and rent situation of the entire working class 
whether paying rent to private landlords,Corn¬ 
ells or building societies, there will be little 
possibility of attack being beaten back. The 
State is prepared for sectional struggles, 
turning workers against non-wage workers, 
tenants against owner-occupiers, rent payers 
against non-rent payers (tenants in arrears, 
rent striking, squatting), aiming to exploit 
these divisions through its policies, partic¬ 
ularly the rebate system. Rather than aband¬ 
oning such a radical offensive as the Housirg 
Finance Act in the face of Official Trades 
Union demands for a rent freeze, the State 
has increased the means tested allowance 
three times already since the Act was intro- 

On a class wide social issue such as 
housing and rents, there is great potential 
for breaking through the divisions that keep 
fee working class fragmented.' But only by 
fighting to include all working class people 
in this struggle - children, old age pension¬ 
ers, claimants,housewives, as well as trade 
unionists, and extending the fight from the . 
estates to private tenants, squatters and 
evdh owner occupiers, entering the factories 
and municipal depots, and demanding supp¬ 
ort and industrial action at shopfloor level - 
as a defence of working class living stand¬ 
ards as a whole - can the class-wide basis 
of the struggle be developed. We are not 
talking about the ‘broad unity of the Labour 
Movement’, including its political parasites 
and trades union bureaucracies, but the basis 
of an independent working class politics. 
When tenants in Hackney, whose rent arrears 
have dou bled since last October, turned to 
support local squatters; encouraging them to 
.occupy empty council flats', .the Labour coun¬ 
cil immediately attempted to split such an 
alliance by voting to holdback the October 
rent increase for council tenants, while sim¬ 
ultaneously declaring “all-out war on the 
squatters”. This demonstrates that behind 
the militant left wing stand’ of Hackney coun¬ 
cil, is a strategy of divide and rule over the 
working class, to maintain its political power. 
Last week it meekly reversed this ‘fighting 



stand’, after two months of militant postur¬ 
ing, but their war against the squatters, 
mostly homeless working class families, goes 

12 MONTHS LATER, FIFTY YEAR OLD 
QUESTIONS STILL TO BE ANSWERED 

A year after the last conference, another 
fthtional tenants conference was held in 
Manchester, in September. It was called by 
tenants Action Groups, with the support of 
the International Socialists. Although more 
tenants were joining in witholding the mew 
increases, the rent strikes have been sus¬ 
tained by a hard core of active tenants rather 
than the thousands who took action at the 
beginning. 

While there is no doubting the militancy 
of those who have been fighting , nor their 
determination to smash the Act, the struggles 
have been fought on a narrow basis of defence 
against die increases, organised within the 
estates, and expecting support from the 
working class “outside” the estate through 
the Trades Unions. Tenants who have been 
able to sustain a total rent strike - on Tower 
Hill in Kirkby.Merseyside - have been able 
to overcome some of the divisive effects of 
the Act by refusing rebates and witholding 
all rent (and rates), and significantly, they 
were the only tenants to raise the demand of 
Rent Free Housing at the conference. How¬ 
ever, if total rent strike remains the necess¬ 
ary form of struggle, the reason for this is 
less that it bits the Tories in the pocket’, 
than that it is the only demand that can unite 
all sections of working class tenants, what¬ 
ever their landlord, around a revolutionary 
perspective of class struggle. For it attacks 
the sanctity of the rent relationship, one of 
the pillars of the private ownership of the 
means of production, of capitalist society. 

The difficulties tenants were expressing 
were less that they had been sold out by the 
Labour council or that they did not know that 
a ‘rent rise is a wage cut’, than in finding 
the political direction of the rent struggles. 
Some took it back to the Labour Party, despite 
all its weaknesses, others called for more 
militancy. 

The answer of the I.S. is to combine 
tenants action groups and shop stewards 
committees, and set up a national action 
committee to co-ordinate separate struggles 
through the bulletin, to fight a broad front 
campaign for lower rents. As this article 
has indicated, since the question is not just 
one of lower rents, but who will exercise 
power over the standard of living and social 
needs of the working class, such proposals 
cannot answer the political questions posed 
by the rent struggle to the working class. 

I.S. is fighting to restore the set-up before 
the Fair Rents Act came in. At a time when 
the ruling class simply doesn’t have the money 
to do this, even such a demand directly chall¬ 
enges its power. The bosses understand this 
clearly. Unless workers do also, we will be 
defeated. The development of the total rent 
strike has the potential for a much more 
concious confrontation, as a statement that 
the working class refuses to acknowledge 
the right of the bosses to organise housing . 
\Jithout this consciousness it still represents 
more than the partial rent strike: but it is 
not enough.- 

It is only around tenants action groups 
and shop steward committees that such a 
battle can be rallied, because these are the 
organs of workers’ struggle at this stage. It 
is they that develop through struggle and 
historically confront the power of the bosses 


For further information, or'copies of ttie 
pamphlet - ‘From the GLC Rent Strike to the 
Housing Finance Act’, (at 2p each plus 3p 
peet) — write to : 

East London Anti—Rent Group, 

7, Queensgate Villas, 

Victoria Park Rd„ London E.9. 


Throughout the hospital workers’ strike the 
Union bureaucracies played their usual role of 
stooges of the bosses within the working class 
movement. Most important of all was NUPE 
(National Unioh of Public Employees) - the 
main union involved. Faced with spreading 
action, a rising tide of militancy and the grow¬ 
ing understanding that the strike was a power 
struggle with the government, government aid 
Unions came together and produced a ‘solut¬ 
ion’ - a referral to the Pay Board. 


As far as the press, television and radio 
are concerned, this was the end of it. In fact 
the struggle continued in a large hospital reg¬ 
ion - Wessex - which covers Dorset, Wiltshire 
and Hampshire. It also continued at a hospital 
in London - the Brook in South East London. 

In Wessex the Joint Shop Stewards ban on 
private patients was brought into actian on the 
first day of the strike, during March 1973. The 
private patients were conveniently in their own 
wards. So the ban was carried out by simply 
closing the wards for 10 weeks. For unclear 
reasons, the wards were reopened on the und¬ 
erstanding that they would be run by non-union 
labour (nego*iated scabbing ?). Later other 
unions, like COHSE (Confederation of Health 
Service Employees), helped provide the wards 
with staff. NUPE members were left to carry 
on the ban by themselves, although their union 
refused to make the strike official. In spite 
of the fact that the union conference has voted 
for the abolition of treatment of private patien¬ 
ts on the National Health, NUPE has refused 
to support actions aimed at this. The bureau¬ 
cracy says its a political decision and must 
therefore be fought for in the Labour Party. 


The struggle came to a head in mid-July. 
Theatre porters at a hospital in Portsmouth 
were issued with threats of dismissal. By the 
end of the day over 200 workers from three 
hospitals in the city had come out in support. 
The strike ended when the notices were with- 


A week later, the Joint Shop Stewards 
Committee withdrew the ban on private pat¬ 
ients. It claimed that it was impossible to 



carry on, with the lack of support from the rest 
of the country. Numerous workers had received 
disciplinary warnings during the ban. One of 
the conditions for a return to ‘normal’ working 
was the official withdrawal of these notices. 
This was done - with the exception of Ron 
Pearson, a very active CP steward. Bra Pear¬ 
son now faces dismissal if he is even ten 
minutes late. 


The determination of the Wessex JSSC to 
carry olW'with the struggle contrasted with the 
demoralisation of the rest of Britain, but there 
are still questions to be asked. If only 200 
workers in Portsmouth came out, how much 
did the Committee draw in the membership ? 

It sounds as if the rank-and-file simply got 
their marching orders, rather than running it. 
The "Committee meets once a month. All types 
of resolutions are dealt with and policies ado* 
pted .The stewards return to their hospitals 
and implement. Where do the ordinary porters, 
.canteen workers and the others fit into ilia ? 


Why too, was the ban ended when it was ? 
Surely, just after a move by the management, 
to attack the ban had been defeated,was the 
worst time to give in ? Or did the JSSC feel 
too weak to beat the developing bosses’ offen¬ 
sive ? Not only did they go back, but no action 
has resulted from the management’s breach of 
the agreement in keeping the disciplinary not¬ 
ice on Bro.Pearson. Why too did they initially 
allow non-Union workers to open up the priv¬ 
ate patient wards ,enabling scabs from other 
Unions to creep back ? 


One person alone apparently knew that 
both bans were going on at the same time - a 
member of the IMG. Why did he not pass the 
information on and put the workers in touch 
with each other ? 

At the Brook Hospital, the official strike 
itself only lasted a week. Feeling was solid 
in any case against private practice on the 
National Health. The two Branch Secretaries 
involved introduced the ban as a way of cont¬ 
inuing action after the strike itself had ended. 
They have kept it on ever since, though the 
bureaucrats are working hard to end it, by 
actions including manipulating Union meetings. 
Combined with the now complete isolation of 
the Brook, it is all too likely the union bureau¬ 
crats will succeed. Again a stewards comm¬ 
ittee was set ip, as in Portsmouth. But unlike 
there, the ban only removed the special privi¬ 
leges of private patients within hospital - 
special food, unlimited phone calls, special 
domestic service s etc. It did not in any sense 
stop them jumping the queue. 



The lessons at Brook were more profound. 
The attack on private patients in the NHS 
was linked to a call for a socialist govern¬ 
ment. However illusory this aim, it represents 
a step forward from tin analysis which opposes 
private patients but offers nothing. At the 
same time it deflects the struggle,-mirroring 
in its own way the NUPE leadership opting for 
working through the Labour Party. Just as the 
call to pressure the Union Executive into 
action deflects from the only available form' 
of successful struggle - the building of shop 
steward combines across the health service. 


Private patient bans have not been raised 
only as a principled move. Given the anxiety 
of consultants for the extra pay-offs, they also 
represent a very good tactic which divides the 
bosses and isnables gains to be made. Unless 
during these tactical uses,the questions of 
principle are raised, however, the_y can lead 
nowhere. 


The private patient ban begins the assa¬ 
ult on the myth, in the health services, that 
the bosses can decide everything that happ¬ 
ens. The NHS was created to benefit workers. 
Instead we are being pushed back by queue¬ 
jumping private patients. Even defending gains 
is a question of power. Are we prepared to 
give up what we have won ? We only begin to 
secure our gains when we administrate them 
ourselves. Banning private patients, stating 
that the NHS should belong to the workers, is 
a clear start to this. 

We as taxpayers chum out £15 million a 
year to support a rapid, cushy service for the 
fat bastards who live off our labour every day 
of our lives. And to subsidise the growth of 
schemes advertised as giving workers an int¬ 
erest in capitalism, and bridging bosses and 
workers - another of the illusions they throw 
up to fool us; which we pay for. (Like the 
junkie paying for his heroin.) Since the war 
only four new hospitals have been built. The 
newest of these cost £16 million. The saving 
on school milk, which resulted in the outbreak 
of rickets after years of its supposed disapp¬ 
earance, was a mere £9 million. 

There is evidently only one way of finally 
preventing these absurd priorities. It is when 
the working class takes over society. 

NUPE Member 
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From 1867 to 1918 Hungary was a partner in the 
the Dual Monarchy of Austria- Hungary^under 
the Habsburg Emperor in Vienna. The Empire 
consisted of many different nationalities - 
Germans. Magyars Poles Czechs Croats 
and others. By the end of the First World War 
in Autumn 1918 the Empire which had fought 
on the side of Germany , had collapsed.The 
various nationalities declared their independ¬ 
ence and Emperor Franz Joseph fled his capital. 
One of his last official acts was to appoint as 
Prime Minister of Himgary.one of that country ’s 
richest I andowners, Count Mihaly Karolyi. 


made gestures towards reforms whilst keeping 
power in “responsible” hands. This was vitally 
important at a time when, all over Europe,workes, 
soldiers and peasants were looking to the ex¬ 
ample of the Russian Revolution, when Germ¬ 
any was in the throes of Revolution (see Lib¬ 
ertarian Struggle no. 8), when British and Fre¬ 
nch troops mutinied against both the senseless _ 
slaughter and the system which had caused • 


the w 


Karolyi, though a member of the feudal arist¬ 
ocracy which ruled the vountry, was something 
of a liberal, he believed in Hungarian independ¬ 
ence and limited “democratic” reforms. 


When he was appointed Prime Minister this 
was confirmed by GeneralD’Esperey whose 
Allied army was occupying Budapest. For the 
time being his appointment suited both the 
Allied and Austro-German interests, since it 


As happened in Germany, the first prop of 
the ruling class in Hungary was the Social 
Democratic Party. They provided the only ele¬ 
ment of popular support for the Karolyi govern¬ 
ment which had alienated the medieval land- 
owners by its vague promises to the peasants 
of land reform, and which had no support in 
the small Hungarian working class which wan¬ 
ted no compromise with their class enemy. 
Even one with a soft voice and a smile on his 
face. 


survived on the interests of the Allied and 
Austro-German ruling classes. When these in¬ 
terests diverged it fell, and in falling ceased 
to be the obstacle to open class conflict it 
was created to be. When France set about 
creating a series of client states in Eastern 
Europe both to threaten Germany from the Ea: 
(thus posing Germany a war on two fronts in 
any future conflict with France) and to ‘con¬ 
tain the Bolshevik infection’, she inspired 
their dismemberment of Hungary which soon 
lost 3/5 of its territory to the French client 
states - Rumania, Czechoslovakia, Serbia/ 
Yugoslavia. 


The area of the state was shrinking daily. 
The landowners blocked any move towards lai 
reform, the railway system (there was no road 
system to speak of) had collapsed. 



Lacking support, the Karolyi government 


The Karolyi government fell, the Social D« 
mocrats were also paralysed. Power fell into 
the only hands willing to take it - the small, 
barely formed Hungarian Communist Party led 


THE MBOIM PARTY 


The three bourgeois parties have met to 
discuss the programmes that they will offer 

to the British people in the coming election. 
The joyful Liberals see the possibility of the 

disillusioned voters of the Tory middle 
ground giving them the balance of power, 
while the despondent Tories at their confer¬ 
ence see little prospect for a future victory, 
causing the antagonisms within their ranks to 
become even deeper. 

The Tory leadership turned to attack the 
newly discovered danger of Enoch Powell, for 
the right—wing of the patty had started to 
threaten the unl&ely ‘socialists’ Ted Heath, 
Barber and Carr. Barber played the role of 
Heath’s hatchet man and accused Powell of 
possessing “all the hallmarks of a fanatic”, 
to growing cries of diame from the rank and 
file delegates at the Blackpool conference. 
While Thorpe still continues to collect the 
very votes that were given to Heath in 1970. 

But what of the party to which the mass of 
the working class, formally through its uni ons 
and informally through the ballot-box, oUtys 
its al legience - the Labour Pa-ty ? What 
radical manifesto does Harold Wilson push 
foreward as the way to solve the present and 
ever developing economic crisis that threatens 
to take from the working class its democratic 
rights and present living standards ? 

The Labour Party has revealed at its 
conference by all its machinations, evasions 
and retreats,the policies by which it will 
lead the working class to a defeat that will 
leave it tied hand and foot in its battles with 
the employers in future years. Behind all the 
concern and rhetoric (not shaedby the last 
Labour government) for the rights of free coll¬ 
ective be gaining, stable council house rents 
and the maintain an ce ofthe level of expenrSt- 
rre on Education and the Social Services, can 
be clearly seen the backdoor that leads to 
complete collabaation with the demands of a 
profit hungry bourgeoise. 



the organized resistence of the working cla: 
to its economic policies. It will occur at th< 
particular time when the economy has devel 
to a critical level of high inflation, low 

mvestraoit, canpeting high interest rates ar 
an unstable stock market _ tKe'pWb^in 
which British capitalism is existing now. A: 
election in this period will show a marked 
tendency for the tradtional parties to unite 
a programme ‘to save the nation” and dema 
sacrifices from only one section of society 
the working class. 

Wilson outlined his thoi^ht on the matter 
at the conference:- “As long as I am leadei 
of this party there will be no electoral treaty 
no political alliance, no understanding, no 
deal, no arrangement, no fix. Neither will 
there be any secret deal or discussions.!* 




The role of the so-called ‘lefts’, Scanlon, 
Jones, Foot and Bern, was to deliberately 
oppose or confuse any attempts that would 
have openly revealed Wilson’s role. Scar.lon 
‘remitting’ the AUEW’S motion for ending talks 
with the Tories so that no vote could be 
taken, Benn stating “we are not the party of 
confiscations” (the only way the work ing 
class gains control). Foot helping the anti — 
common market motion to be thrown out; all 
these examples show clearly that the lefts 
stand with Wilson. Meanwhile the Clay Cross 
councillors were not allowed to speak to con¬ 
ference on the progress of the parties 
principalled stand against the Fair Rents Act. 
can use any policy and ‘constitutionally’ owe 
no responsibility to the party conference. 


;ason it seems that Wilson had 
already been spoken to concerning offers of 
coalition, and he felt he had to spe* out 
against it, but it is well known that Wilson’s 
iron statements change overnigit, especially 
if you have ttie get-out clause to select from 
the labour progranme as you please. 


Wilson and Healey cleaty outlined their 
disrespect for the wishes of the conference 
which saw the solution to the present sit¬ 
uation in “public ownership”. These motions 
for nationalisation, passed or unpassed by 
conference, were to be ignored as Wilson 
stated:- “...the parliamentary committee, 
charged by the constitution with the duty of 
sitting down with the Executive to select, 
from the programme adopted by conference, the 
items for including in the election manifesto, 
entirely reserves its full constitutional rights 
on the matter.” 

He meant to say, "Me and my mates will ■ 
do as we please and all you irate workers can 
go and get stuffed.’’ It also means that any 
thing Wilson promises no w or prior to an 
election can be tsfcen with a pinch of salt. He 


Many groups on the left still urge ‘support 
for the lefts’ and ‘fight within the party to 
ehange it’. This conference cannot leaves 
single doubt in any sensible mind as to the . 
sttyiidity of these slogans. But even more 
dangerous are the slogans from the left that 
are going to be pushed foreward during the 
rin—up to the next election. The workir« 
class will be asked to support slogans for a 
‘Labour government pledged to socialist 
policies’ or ‘vote Labour with no illusions’ 
and many other phrases calling for partial or 
critical support for the Labour Patty. All of 
these slogans hang on one idea, that a Labour 
government will be easier dealt with in a 
period of crisis than any other party. The idea 
does not take into account the greatest danger 
that is sure to develop when the government 
turns to smash the living standards of the 
working class - the danger of coalition. 

Coalition is the method by which the 
bourgeoise unites all its political forces f<r 
the sole purpose attacking and annihilating 


It is highly possible that the Liberals will 
hold the balance of power et the next election, 
and there will be many Tavernites, Jenkinsites 
and other rightists within the Labotr Party 
who will clanour for united action between the 
two parties. The united action will take the 
form of a statutory wage freeze that will be 
much tougher than the Tories’ effort 
It will be necessary to point out very 
clearly to the working class that ‘its’ party 
will be well prepaed to turn traitor and join 
with the Liberals, and it is vital that the next 
^election must not be used to give any support 
•to the Labour Party led by Harold Wilson. 


It will be necessary to prepare for the fight 
against a unified parliament - and mobilising 
sig>port for the Labour Party can only lead 
to disillusionment and despair as the party 
turns sharp right Slogans in the next election 
must be abstentionist and calling for militant 
organised action: — 


DON’T VOTE - PREPARE TO FIGHT 
DON’T VOTE - ORGANIZE 
DON’T VOTE TORY, WHETHER WILSON, 
THORPE OR HEATH. 

ALL GOVERNMENTS ARE ANTI-WORKER 
Only by carefully explaining and exposing 
the role of the labour party to the working class 
cat any progress be made to building a 
revolutionary anarchist alternative in the 
Labour Movement. It cannot be done hy first 
insisting we vote Labour. 


Bob Campbell 
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by Bela Kun. On 20th March, 1919, he was a 
prisoner in Budapest’s Marko utca jail,.where 
he was receiving the customary beatings. On 
21st March the public prosecutor himself rel¬ 
eased the prisoner in a suitably grovelling ma¬ 
nner. On 22nd March he was Commissar of 
Foreign Affairs of the Hungarian Soviet Rep¬ 
ublic and actual head of the government. 

The small Hungarian working class did far 
more than liberate its militants. The hastily 
formed Red Army (the old National Army of 
officers and peasant-boy rankers fell apart) 
threw back invading Rumanian and Czechoslov¬ 
ak armies. 

Allied encouragement and aiding of the in¬ 
vaders grew stronger as the Revolution took 
hold. Life stirred again in Budapest, product¬ 
ion. stagnant for months, grew again as the 
workers’ councils assumed control. 

The Hungarian Workers Republic added to 
the pace of the revolution in Europe. When 
the news reached Munich. Bavaria was pro¬ 
claimed a Soviet Republic (see Libertarian 
Struggle no. 8). The Allies hastened to crush 
the spread of working class power. On their 
side, the revolutionaries sent agitators to Bul¬ 
garia, Austria and Rumania. Whilst encourag¬ 
ing Hungary’s invaders, the Allies sent a 
‘fact-finding’ mission to Hungary, headed by 
General Smuts. The mission lasted two days 
and resulted in nothing. 


To be continued 

K.N. 



When the government refused to award the 
£300 allowance to London teachers earlier 
this year it was clear that they still thougit 
that teachers in general would think “Well, 
that is a bit mean of Mis. Thatcher but we’U 
stick to the profession as it is a worthwile 
career etc.etc. ” 20,000 teachers out on 
strike and the biggest London white-collar 
Trade Union march ever had little impact. 

The refusal of the award and the refusal of 
the union to pursue a militant line was the 
last straw for many. Coupled with bad con¬ 
ditions in schools, and poor housing, 
significant numbers of teachers resigned 
their posts and left. There is now an acute 
staffing shortage in London concentrated in 
the sectors of Secondary Education and in 
Special Schools (‘maladjusted and ESN’). 
Many people who left were experienced 
teachers who had held posts of responsibility. 
In London the costs of keeping a family, even 
if you are a head of department, is difficult 
The shortage in secondary schools is 
more severe in working class areas. Some 
school departments (such as English) may be 
fully staffed and this can disguise the 
shortage. For example, the headmaster 
interested in keeping a mythical school unity 
can paint to the total average of pupils per 
staff member in the school and the statistics 
can be made to look very good; but this may 



Anyone interested in “ a Student Fed¬ 
eration within ORA, mainly those in- 
-volved In Union work” ? 

Write to Larry Law, Berks Coll- of Ed. 
Students’ Union. Bulmershe Court 
Woodlands Avenue, Earley. Reading. 
Berkshire.,READING 666506. 


MIDDLE 

EAST 


Next time you’re reading a newspaper or 
watching die news and the Arab-Israeli con¬ 
flict comes up, then just remember that: 

- 3million Arab refugees have been created 
since the Israeli state was created in 1947. 

- Since 1947 thousands of dispossessed 
Palestinians have been rotting in refugee 
camps in places like the Gaza Strip on the 
borders of Israel. 

- The Israeli state was set up by America and 
the western powers, not to atone for Nazi 
atrocities against the Jews, but to have a 
friendly state willing to protect western oil 
interests in a hostile Arab world. 

- That because of this need the possibility of 
a multi-racial state of Arabs and Jews was 
smashed. 

- That although the subsequent ‘pure’ Zionist 
state was initially very small in the immed¬ 
iate years after its creation, the western 
powers heavily subsidised ruthless Israeli 
territorial expansion. 

- That the present size (post 1967) of Greater 
Israel is only a logical extension of these 
expansionist policies. 

- That Zionism has always worked to divide 
Arab and Israeli working class in the inter¬ 
ests of imperialism. 


sub¬ 
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Subscription £1 for 12 issues 
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28, Cardigan Road Leeds 6. 
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cover-over the fact that there is no technical 
drawing taugit and just one maths teacher, 
and that a large section of the school may be 
timetabled so thafchiEf"' ' receive no Art 
lessons. A theology student cn supply may 
be teaching maths. The examples are too 
numerous. 

Some reactionary headmasters are blaming 
the hi^ier school leaving age. This obviously 
is a red herring. The extra jobs are there 
but the obvious fact remains that the pay in 
London is too low to attract an adequate 
number of staff. 

Many schools have gene on part time 
teaching. The present teaching population in 
London schools is annoyed because of the 
the situation and their feelings are 
becoming expressed in the form of calls for 
militant action by the two teaching unions, 
the NUT and NAS. In many schools the two 
unions are co-operating. London NUT 
Associations have set up action committees 
and the Inner London Teachers 
Association (ILTA) central council have 
passed a militant motion supporting individual 
NUT members who refuse to cover classes 
where there is no teacher. This decision was 


bureaucratically ovemled by the N.U.T. 
Executive.who ordered that two thirds of the 
NUT membership in a school must agree on an 
action before the un ion would give support. 

As stated, shortages only affect a few 
departments in a school and the executive 
knew that a two thirds majority would_be 
difficult to obtain, and instituted the rating . 
to head off militancy. 

VICTIMISATION 

The ILTA council voted to support, on 
full strike pay, a victimised union member, 
Dorothy Mccolgan, who had beei moved from 
school three times in the last four years until 
this year when she had refused to be moved • 
once again. The Council demanded that she 
be given the assigned post in a definiUe 
school that was promised to her and had been 
taken away. The Local Education Authority 
moved her for holding “unacceptable views”. 

She was an NUT Rank and File supporter (an 
alliance of socialist militants in the NUT). 

Individua 1 Rank and File groups have 
woikedhard in their local associations, but 
again toe R&F conveners have as yet refused 
to call an All London Meeting to coordinate 
action. Will toe IS leadership of R&F ever show 
any militancy in toe face of victimisatiai by 
Education Authority and Union alike ? 

Several NUT London Associations, including 
Newham and East London, have passed motiora 
calling fora £500 London allowance. Although 
this is a step foreward for London, teachers 
must relate their claims to demands for a high 
-haflnnal award,or action could become 
isolated in London.. 

Under Toiy phase 3 proposals London 
teachers might get a rise in their London 
allowance although the award will be a leng 
way below what is demandedlncreasing 
inflation will have neutralized the effect of toe 
rise by the time it is made. This will bring 
foreward toe call from teachers for a higher 
basic rate of pay to keep up their dwindling 
living standards. 

The union members must fight for links 
with other workers, on a national level, in toe 
form of joint Action Committees, and solidarity 
and sympathy strikes. Rank and File union 
members must see toe necessity for such . 
links, especially in the public sector since the 
government always trys to control its own 
workers before it tackles those in private 
industiy. Before these demands can be won the 
Rank and File membership must understand 
toe role of its backward Union leadership, and 
defeat all its bureaucratic measures to prevent 
the taking of militant action. The first step 
in that struggle is to democratise the N.U.T. 


ORA _ 

groups & contact addresses 


If you think that the direct control by working people over all aspects of their 
lives is worth fighting for.. 

If you think that what’s needed now is independent rank and file organisation 
linking all aspects of working class struggle - in housing, schools, womens’ 
rights, in work, and all others. 

If you think that the independence of these organisations must be defended from 
takeover bjf the Labour traitors, union bureaucracies, and the “NEW leaderships’’ 
If you think that an organisation is needed which fights for revolutionary politics 
in everyday struggles but has no intention of seizing power for itself. 

THEN, JOIN THE ORA! 

LOCAL GROUPS. 


Glasgow: Gordon Sykes, 32 Queen Elisabeth 
Square, Glasgow C3- 


Leeds: Trevor Bavage, Flat 3, 35 Richmond 
Road, Leeds 6. 


Hull: Marion McCartney, 13 Coltman Street, 
Hull. 


Manchester: Les Smith, 277 Kingsway Park 
Davyhulme, Urmston, Manchester 


Lancaster Joe Thombeny, 56 Norfolk Street, 
Lancaster. 


North London: Doug Durrant, 68a Chingford 
Road, London E. 17. 


York: Neil Hunt, 24 Moss Street, York. 


There are also contacts in: Andover, Birmingham, Colchester, Dundee, Edinburgh, Harlech, 
Liverpool, West, East and South Lon don,Newcastle, Norwich, Oxford, Poole, Reading and 
Swansea. If you want to be put in touch, write to Terry Green, at toe York Group address. 

























































CHRYSLER & 


The strike by electricians at Chry sler's RyUn 
and Stoke plaits is now well Into its third month. 
The strike was, at first, an attaint to force the 
Chrysler mwagement to cough up the £250 per 
yea increase in wages that the electriciais claim 
the management promised them last February. The 
management stalled the electricians, knowing 
that (heir friends in Palianent would back them 
up fry enforcing the State p^y laws. These laws 
make it a crime for workers to strike for a decent 
staidard of living. A crime for which workers cso 
be Jailed. 

The Pay Board, set up by the Tories to super¬ 
vise this attack on the standard of living of the 
working class, quickly came to the aid of the 
Chrysler management, by ailing that the £250per 
year increase was illegal. The electricians, how¬ 
ever, refused to back down and remained on strike. 
The Chrysler management realised that they would 
have to use other tactics to break the strike. They 
instructed non-union labour to do the jobs of the 
striking electricians. This caused many workers 
all over the Midlands to protest and threaten sol¬ 
idarity strike action. The workers at Chrysler’s 
Lin wood plant in Scotland struck in protest at die 
management’s action, and refused to scab an the 
strike. 


All this time the leaders of the Unicns involved 
were scurrying about in the background. Fraik 
Chappie, well known *red-baiter’, secretary of the 
EEPTU ( the electricians’ Union) was continually 
denying that his Lhion was trying to fight the law 
and blindly maintained that it was a dispute bet¬ 
ween the management and the workers. It was oily 
after two months of pressure from the striking 


FOR INFORMATION ON ORA 
WRITE TO 

24 Moss St. 
York 

ARTICLES, SUBS, ORDERS 

FOR LIBERTARIAN STRUGGLE TO 

29 Cardigan 
Rd., Leeds 6 


PUBUC MEETINGS AND EVENTS 


MANCHESTER AREA REVOLUTIONARY 
ANARCHISTS 

Fortnightly public meetings 
Thursdays, 8.00 pi m. 

Lass O’Gowrie, Charles Street 


GLASGOW ORA 

Meet Wednesdays 8.00 pirn. 

Iona Community, 144 Clyde Street 


LEEDS CRA 

Discussi cn meetings 

Contact Group Secretary (see page 7) 



Publications 


Organisational Platform of the Libertarian 
Communists. (ORA pamphlet) advance orders 
to D. Young, 91, Burghead Drive, Linthouse, 
Glas gow. 


The Tyranny of Structurelessness by Jo 
Freeman. Obtainable from Leeds Womens ORA, 

29, Cardigan Rd., Leeds 6. 5p plus 3p post. 

'Libertarians in ell movements should study 
this pamphlet because it contains the core of 
(he argument that ORGANISED libertarians 
have stated.' Review in April Libertarian 
Struggle. 


Mole Express Manchester voice of revolutionary 
struggle. News/reviewa/exposea/grajhica/ 
features. 1 Op monthly from 7, Summer Terrace, 
Manchester 14 SWD. 


taking independant solidarity action, and of course 
to get themselves out of the awkward position of 
being seen to be forcing their members to scab cn 
the strike. 

Jones aid Scailon maintained that the maiage- 
ment were not bluffing, aid that the electriciais 
were endangering 8000 jobs. Regional officers of 
the AUEW speared on television saying that the 
electriciais were being \mreasonable’. The Un- 
wood workers had already resisted attests by 
Scanlon to make them give up their principled 
solidarity strike, Ixit were forced back to work 
after massive pressure was put on them by the 
r & GWU, the AUEW, and the Scottish TUC 
leaderships. Jones and Scanlon have now mana¬ 
ged to get an ’independent’ inquiry set up. 

The Unwood workers have, however, pledged 
support for the Ryton electricians, should the 
Ryton electricians reject the inquiry’s findings. 
This inquiry is a blatant cover-up job. 


Tories’ £1 plus 4%, which when viewed with 
the astronomic rise in food prices and the rise 
in the general cost of living means a cut in wa¬ 
ges. They have shown their resolute cowardice 
and that they are prepared to compromise with 
the bosses at any price, even if the price is, as 
in this case, every trade union principle in-the 
book. 

COUNTER - ATTACK 


In this strike some of the major problems fac¬ 
ing the working class become clear. It is obvious 
that the Tories are determined to drive the stav 
dard of living of the working class down to pre¬ 
war levels. They have used their main weapon - 
the law- to raise rents, freeze wages, outlaw 
strikes and push ip prices, in order to boost die 
profits of the bosses. A cointer- attack by the 
working class is clearly necessary. 


electriciais that Chappie was forced to back the 
strike. The ‘dynamic duo’, Jack Jone^secretary 
of the Transport aid General Workers Union ) and 
Hugh Scanlon ( secretary of the Amalganated 
Union of Engineering Workers), so- called ‘left’ 
Union leaders, were instructing their members at 
tile Chrysler plants to work ‘normally’. This clear- 
ly meant scabbing on the strike aid working on 
machines repaired by scab labour. The workers at 
Ryton grew angry at having to scab on their mates. 
The shop floor at the Ryton plant was close to 
boiling point. 


8,000 REDUNDANT THREAT 


At this point the Chrysler management played 
their ‘trunp’ cad. They threatened to close certari 
plaits, making 8000 workers redundait if the 
strike did not stop. The management quickly stood 
back as the ‘dynamic duo’, Jones and Scanlon, 
stean-rollered into the battle. Had they at last 
realised their ‘mistake’ in scabbing cn the strike ? 
Were they at last going to do what should have 
been done months before - call their members out 
in solidaity ? Were they hell ! They ploughed in 
- cn the side of file management. 


They used the management’s threat of 8000 
redundancies as the excuse. they needed to go all 
out to isolate the electricians and break the strike, 
so as to avoid anv fight with tile bosses and the 

pay laws. This is despite their repeated, verbal, 
on’ to these laws. They were also trying 
rt tiie threat of rank- and- file union members 


MILITANT PICKETS OUTSIDE THE STOKE PLANT 


Michael Tobin, who was jailed for two years 
being in possession of leaflets calling on 
British Army soldiers to desert, has been 
released. He wishes to be contacted by fellow 
at—prisoners, or prisoners, to organise a 
campaign against the British penal system. 
Contact Michael Tobin, P.O. Box 10638, 
Amsterdam, Holland. 


De vrije socialist paper of the Dutch Libertar¬ 
ian Socialist Federation. For copies write to, 
Jan Bervoets, willemde zwijgerlaan 104, Den 
Haag, Netherlands. 


Solidarity, a paper for militants In industry 
and elsewhere. 6p. plus post from 1 23, 

Latham Road, London, E.6 

frlride story the radical magazine which 
specialises in fee stories Fleet St won’t print. 
For sample copy send 25ptoDept AP 20, 

3, Belmont Road, London S.W. 4 


Front Libertaire fortnightly paper of O.R.A. 
France. Sample copy from North London group, 
subscription derails from 33, me des Vignoles, 
75Q20 Paris, France. 


All this time the Chrysler management had 
sat back and let Jones and Scanlon get on with 
their dirty work for them. The bourgeois press 
juiped on the situation and stated that the dis¬ 
pute was an inter-union one. With the help of 
Jones and Scailon, and the press, the Chrysler 
maiagement had successfully diverted the fight 
to an inter-union cne, away from the real issue - 
the Tory attacks on the working class staidard 
of living and the gangster-style tactics of the 
Chrysl ermanagement. 

This created widespread confusion and anger 
on the shop floor. Many workers were angry at 
Janes and Scanlon for acting as coppers for the 
Chrysler management, , and can see that the act¬ 
ions of the Chrysler management, backed by the 
Tories, were part of a concerted attempt to break 
the Trade Unions inside Chrysler. This would 
not only be disastrous for the Chrysler workers 
but would be a major body blow to the whole 
working class. 

Jones and Scanlon’s actions throughout this 
strike are consistent with their activities over 
the past few years. They have promised action 
against tile Tory attacks on the working class, 
but in practice have bent over backwards to di¬ 
vert any confrontation-and to avoid a fight. Since 
the start of Phase Two of the Tory attack they 
have settled, in every wage dispute, for the 


To do this, workers mist fight against ‘life- 
time representatives’ and must fight to make all 
union representatives recallable. The rank and 
file members of the rations must make all the 
decisions, and any representative wto does not 
obey these decisions must be recalled. Links 
between shop floor workers in all industries, and 
all sections of the working class, mist be built. 
We can see that a small groqj of workers fight¬ 
ing on their own, no matter how courageous or 
principled, is at best futile and at worst suicid¬ 
al. Fear of the law mist disappear. Workers must 
realise that the law is a weapon in the hands of 
the bosses. We can see that with the attacks cn 
militants all over the country, like the Shrews¬ 
bury 24. As cne worker said after the 5 dockers 
were jailed last year "If the law says they c«i~ 
jail workers for fighting to maintain their stan¬ 
dard of living, then we don’t recoptise their 
law”. 

The counter-attack against the Tories and the 
bosses must be a united, organised one, firmly 
under the control of shop floor workers. 


A. PACKER (TGWU) 
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At the last TUC conference a motion was 
passed to expel twenty-five unions becuase 
they failed to deregister under the Industrial 
Relations Act. One of these was the Bakers 
Union. Not a great deal is heard about this 
union - it is not renowned for militancy or 
action. At one branch at least, the Wonder 
bakery in Hull, this lack of militancy is fund¬ 
amentally because most of its members do not 
reali se that they are in a union. 

The majority of workers in this bakery are 
women. The men do the actual baking and 
although this means they are working next to 
extremely hot ovens, the work is generally 
more interesting and skilful - and of course 
better paid. The women do the packing and 
work the pastry machines, or (if they are lucky) 
actually ice and decorate the cakes. There 
was one woman who did what was normally 
considered a ‘man’s’ job - she weighed out all 
the cake and scone mixtures. This was a semi¬ 
skilled job as exact measurements are needed 
The man who had the job before her was sack¬ 
ed because he used to take all day to do the 
day’s weighing. She was given the job because 
she was known to be quick. She therefore felt 
Compelled to do the work as soon as possible 
which resulted in her finishing at J130 a.m. 
She was then asked to help out in the room 
where the cakes were decorated. This meant 
that she was doing the work of two people and 
getting paid for one - not only that but she 
got ppid less than the man who had held her 
job previously. Therefore the employer didn’t 
have to employ another person for this room, 
which was understaffed. 


ABOUT 

•LIBERTARIAN STRUGGLE' 

This paper is written and produced by 
militants all over the country, who are 
active in their trade unions, tenants' 
associations, claimants’ unions, womens’ 
liberation groups, schools, colleges and 
universities. 

We are united by our membership of the ORA 
a democratically organised group , which 
fights for a libertarian communist revolution. 
This means a revolution brought about, and 
firmly controlled by, the working class. This 
is the only foundation Tor a society in which 
production is for need, not profit, free from 
exploitation and oppression. 

The only way working class power can 
express itself, is through workers' councils 
in the factories and through neighbourhood 
councils in the communities. Demands for 
improvement in workers’ living standards, 
whether wages, better housing, etc, are not 
purely economic demands. The working class 
must make each demand a move towards the 
control of production and the control of their 
own lives. Therefore every organisation and 
struggle of the working class must be directty 
and democratically controlled by the workers 
involved. Consequently we Oppose all groups 
and parties who take the initiative and 
control from the working class. 


As part of our attempt to put this kind of 
politics into practice, we have rotating 
editorship of each issue of this paper. We 
produce the paper (none of us are profess- . 
ional journalists) to provide one means of 
spreading some hidden facts, of publicising 
what workers are thinking and doing, to 
workers in other industries, and other parts 
of the country, to talk about what claimants, 
women, immigrants, pensioners and school- 
kids are doing. and to show how these 
battles can be united. 

We won’t give you the familiar shit about, 
“this is your paper”. What we do say is : 

— tfSE this paper, 

—pass on what you've learnt. 

-contact others in a similar situation. 

We know that lots of people have no practice 
at writing articles - but who needs literary 
genius ? An essential factor in the develop¬ 
ment of the working class movement is the 
communication of details and the lessons of 
its various struggles. 

The editorial group producing this paper 
wish to state that signed articles do not 
necessarily represent national ORA 
policy. 

WORKERS’ POWER - NO SUBSTITUTE 


When she asked for a job bonus because 
she was doing skilled work, she was given 
it - at the same rate as the other women (a 
few pence an hour)(once more less than the 
man). The fact that she didn’t get paid the 
proper rate was doubly unfortunate for Ijer 
as she was an unsupported mother with two 
children to keep. She was one of the few 
women who realised that she was in a union. 
She noticed that 17p was being deducted from 
her wages each week and when she enquired 
about it was told that it was the uriiqn fee. 

She said nothing more about it not knowing who 
to go to, as no-one knew who the shop steward 

After hearing this, I enquired further about 
this 17p deduction and was told that it was 
compulsory because the bakery was a closed 
shop. I was told that if I had any complaints 
about paying my union dues to see the ‘union 
man* - no name was given to this mythical 
‘union man’ nor was he ever given one when 
further enquiries were made. 

Although I had no objection to paying the 
union dues or to being in a closed shop. I was 
annoyed that no-one had thought it important 
enough to tell me (or any of the others) that 
they were in a union, but had just taken the 
money. Further enquiries about the union were 
met with a blank stare. No-one knew who the 
shop steward was and the union man (who was 
not the shop steward but one of the manage¬ 
ment) was never available. When inquiries 
about union cards were made the answer was 
‘Nobody has those here, dear’. Incidentally 


there was nothing on the wage slip to indic¬ 
ate wh*t the 17p deduction was for, therefore 
there was no proof that anyone was in the 
union or paid any union dues. 

The Bakers Union and the management 
have used this closed shop for their own ends. 
The Union have been spared the trouble of 
recruiting. The management are happy with 
the situation because it means that workers 
grievances cannot be backed up bp shop-floor 
activity. 


In this factory, as in many others, the 
majority of workers are women. They are 
either young girls who have been conditioned 
to think of their jobs as a fill in until they get 
married and are therefore not interested in 
the job itself not even to the extent of artic¬ 
ulating their complaints. Or they are older 
married women who generally work part- 
time and feel that militancy could endanger 
their jobs, which they desperately need to 
supplement the family income. This means 
that they are all working in isolation and this 
stunts any hope of an active union. Therefore 
there is an even greater need for a union 
prepared to back Up their complaints against 
the management and to raise the confidence 
in their akility to fight for better conditions. 
What the women in this bakery do not need is 
a union that sees its role only as a collector 
of subscriptions from an uninformed and naive 
membership. MARION . JACOBS 


BLACKBURN 


The Bakers Union suffers from the history 
of the trade. Twenty years ago, the majority 
of bakeries were attached to local shops and 
so employed only small lumbers of workers. 
The Union was practically unknown in these 
‘local’ bakeries. The only large-scale employe 
and centraliser of the workforce was the Co-«p 
And 90, the only workers that saw the need to 
unionise were employed by an enterprise that 
‘represented’ socialist ideas. The Union was 
tied to the Co-ep and often the Union represen¬ 
tative would be a Co-op foreman or supervisor# 


Over the succeeding years, die bakeries 
have been centralised into vast plants, employ; 
ing upwards of 200 workers. ’Wonderloaf’ and 
Sunblest’ are produced at the rate of 50,000 
loaves per shift. The poor wages and condit¬ 
ions of the work ensure high turnover of 
staff. By 1970 the Union reported that over 
a 12 week period 60% of the labour force had 
left and been replaced in 5 of the biggest 
plants in the South East because of die 60- 
hour week and work conditions generally. 

The ‘casual’ labour force left the Union admin¬ 
istration in the hands of the old no-strike Co¬ 
op men and meant that any new force in the 
Union was impossible to organise. The Union 
was notorious for its pro-boss attitude and its 
membership grew very little. 

Now that the Bakers Union has been rightly 
expelled from the TUC, die Bridlington Agree¬ 
ment (over the poaching of members by other 
unions) no longer applies. Workers in the bakin 
industry can now join a union in which their 
chance to effectively organise and fight is muc 



As far as British justice is concerned, (he 
case of die Blackburn 3 was closed on Monday 

October 22nd when the three accused - Sean 
Colley, Michael Kneafsey and Patrick McCabe - 
pleaded guilty to all charges. 

The charges were: 

Colley: Possession of explosive devices 
Conspiracy to cause explosions 
Sentence - 4 years in prison 

Kneafsey: Intelligence officer of Lancashire 
unit of the IRA 

Conspiracy to cause explosions 
Sentence - 4 years in prison 

McCabe: Conspiracy to cause explosions 
Sentence - 3 years in prison 

The guilty plea came as a surprise to every¬ 
one, including the defence solicitor. It was 
literally a last-minute decision by the three, 
unknown to anyone. They felt it was the best 
way to avoid implicating other militants in a 
long-drawn out trial, and to secure as short 
as possible a sentence for themselves. In do¬ 
ing this, they went directly against the wishes 
of their own organisation, Sinn Fein. 


The guilty plea to conspiracy to cause explos¬ 
ions by three of its own members could do ser¬ 
ious harm to the credibility of Sinn Fein. It 
(gives more ammunition to the reactionary Tory 
Imp’s and the right-wing press, who have been 
calling for the banning of Sinn Fein. 

The defence campaign which was organised 
to build up support for the Blackburn 3 was 
left high and dry .The whole tone of the camp¬ 
aign tended to stress the lack of police eviden¬ 
ce and the nature of the conspiracy law, with 
the implication always present that the three 
were innocent. The fact that the three were 
political prisoners was not made the major po¬ 
int of the campaign .In trials of this kind, it 
is not up to revolutionaries to presume the inno¬ 
cence or guilt of defendents, but to stress that 
they are victimised by the State in order to 
further the aims of the ruling class. Any solid- 


principled 

of all political prisoners, whether they are ‘le¬ 
gally’ guilty or not. At the moment, there are 
32 Irish political prisoners in this country ei¬ 
ther serving sentences or on remand. That num 
ber will grow, and it is more vital than ever 
that a national solidarity campaign demanding 
their release be organised. Such a campaign 
can only be effective if it is linked to’a wider 
Irish solidarity .movement in this country whicl 
can mobilise opposition to British policies in 
Ireland. With the imminent demise of the Anti- 
Internment League, there is no organisational 
structure which can facilitate the growth of an 
Irish solidarity campaign. 


National activity by the left on a uni¬ 
ted front basis is essential if the Irish 
struggle is not to be completely forgotten. 


Brendan Railly 


The outcome of the trial represents a major 
victory for the State. To begin with, the case 
for the prosecution was extremely weak, and 
a good defence within the court, together with 
a solidarity campaign outside, could well have 
secured an acquittal. This is why the court 
was only too happy to accept a guilty plea and 
to impose what were relatively light sentences- 
Indeed, the judge was almost friendly in his 
tone, describing the defendents as ‘misguided 
young men’ in his summing-up <a. far cry from 
the usual hysterical outbursts by the judiciary 
in trials like this). There are also more seri¬ 
ous implications. We have seen in recent years 
the increasing use of ‘conspiracy’ charges 
against left-wingers and Republicans in this 
country. Those charged have invariably defen¬ 
ded themselves, and by so doing have drawn 
public attention to the nature of conspiracy 
law and the use to which it is being put. A 
guilty plea to conspiracy charges inevitably 
exonerates the State. It makes it easier to use 
the conspiracy laws against other people, and 
it makes it more difficult for those people to 
defend themselves. 

The trial can also damage Sinn Fein. Both 
wings of the Republican movement have con- 




















PALESTINE 



GIVE THE CAPTURED TANKS TO THE WORKERS, NOT TO SADAT 


At the time of writing, an uneasy peace 
has settled on the Middle East .A vicious 
and bloody war costing thousands of lives 
and millions of pounds worth of equipment 
has been fought between the reactionary, 

Arab states and the racist State of Israel. 

The world’s ‘Superpowers’, who have sup¬ 
plied nearly all the arms used in the recent 
conflict, have with typical hypocrisy stepped 
in to impose a ceasefire. They are annoyed, 
it seems, when the arms they have supplied 
in such abundance have actually been used. 
'.The ostensible reason for the war is to 
5«t the return of Arab territories seized by 
the Israelis in 1967. In return, Sadat and his 
allies have promised to recognise the state 
of Israel. In the conflict, one thing has been 
almost totally ignored - the fate of the Pales¬ 
tinian people who have been subjected to a 
racist tyranny by Israeli Zionism while the 
ruling classes of the West have applauded, 
and poured in the arms necessary for the main¬ 
tenance of Israel. The British press and oth¬ 
er media have reserved their ample supply of 
righteous anger for criticism of Black Sept¬ 
ember and other Palestinian liberation groups 
which, in their just struggle for the right to 
live, have been driven to extreme and incorr¬ 
ect tactics. • 


Meanwhile, Israel’s Arab neighbours have 
been able to divert the social struggle at home 
- a struggle waged with ever increasing fero¬ 
city - by fostering rabid chauvinism and pan- 
Arab nationalism. While Egyptian leaders have 
made racist speeches threatening to push the 
Jews into the sea, the Palestine liberation 
movement has restricted itself to the call for 
a secularisation of Palestine. In Egypt its¬ 
elf, the working class is starting to wake up - 
strikes and demonstrations by students and 
workers (e.g. textile workers in Cairo in 1972) 
have placed considerable strain on the Sadat 
regime. While the Egyptian rulers have been 
conducting a verbal war against the Israelis, 
they have been conducting a physical war 
against their own working class and other 
dissidents . Sadat has denationalised certain 
sections of the economy, and has followed a 
wage restraint policy that pegs the wages of 
some Egyptian workers to less than £2 a week. 
Meanwhile, the Egyptian ruling class wallows 
in the kind of ostentatious luxury not seen 
since the days of Farouk. In fact, Sadat him¬ 
self has taken one of Farouk’s old palaces 
as a private residence. Undoubtedly, one of 
the reasons for the latest war is the necess¬ 
ity to unite the creaking edifice of Egyptian 
society. A call for national unity in the stru¬ 
ggle against Israel gives Sadat any excuse he 
might need to intensify domestic repression 
against the workers ’ and student movements. 

In any case, it is likely to work - only the 
prospect of further Israeli expansion could 
unite the Egyptian people. 

Inside Israel, conditions for the A*ab pop¬ 
ulation have got worse and worse since 1967. 


Those who were not forced out into rotting 
refugee camps are subjected to extreme ex¬ 
ploitation. Arab contract labour, which has 
none of the rights of the Jewish labourforce 
in terms of social insurance, holidays, etc.,- 
is being used in an attempt to build up a nat¬ 
ive Israeli capitalism. Arab workers on Jew- 
ish-owned farms often get only a quarter of 
the wages paid to Jewish workers - and that 
is when the Zionists allow them to be employ¬ 
ed at all. Needless to say, there is system¬ 
atic repression of the Arab press and an ever 
watchful police eye is kept on prospective 
Arab dissidents - as the regular round-ups 
of suspected ‘terrorists’ indicates. Israel has 
made it obvious that it intends to keep most 
if not all of the land it has captured in the 
Six Day War, and the hawks in the Knesset 
(Israeli Parliament) are constantly hinting at 
further expansion. We should make no mis¬ 
take - Israel, like South Africa and Rhodesia, 
is a racist state. It is also the Middle East- ’ 
em bulwark of American imperialism. The 
disgusting actions of the Nazis and Stalin¬ 
ists against the Jewish people in no way 
justifies the institutionalised racism of Is¬ 
rael. 

In this situation, revolutionaries must be 
quite clear in establishing a way forward. 


Sections ot‘the Arab fedayeen (freedom fight¬ 
ers) movement and the Israeli working class 
are discovering that it will be necessary to 
destroy the imperialist state of Israel and 
the corrupt Arab states before the Palestin¬ 
ians can return to Palestine and live with 
the existing Israeli population. We give no 
support to Sadat. In fact, only his overthrow 
(and that of the other reactionary Arab reg- 
imes) can lead to a successful struggle again¬ 
st Zionism. The Israeli working class must 
fight for a struggle of revolutionary defeat¬ 
ism - a struggle that calls for an end to par¬ 
ticipation in imperialist wars against the Ar¬ 
abs. It is absolutely necessary to forge dir¬ 
ect political links between the fedayeen and 
Israeli revolutionaries - a process that is al¬ 
ready taking place. We express all solidarity 
with these tendencies. 

. DOWN WITH SADAT 

* DOWN WITH MEIR 

* VICTORY TO A UNITED ARAB-ISRAELI 
WORKING CLASS STRUGGLE 


GARY LONG 


RED TAPE 

Depending on where you work, at some stage 
you are likely to be approached by represent¬ 
atives of both the appropriate trade union and 
the rank-and-file group in that union who both 
hope to sign you up. Where does the rank-and- 
•file fit in ? 

It can be seen as having two aims : firstly 
to provide a more militant stand over such 
issues as pay, holiday and working conditions 
<and secondly to ‘democratise the Union bure¬ 
aucracy*. In other words trade union members 
have to be prepared to take on not only the 
employers but also the trade union officials. 

Are we also going to have to take on the rank- 
and file officials ? 

As a hew member of the Civil and Public 
Service Association (CPSA) I have been alar¬ 
med by my first encounters with the CPSA rank 
and file group ‘Redder Tape’. Their magazine, 
while admittedly carrying some excellent art¬ 
icles, is littered with unexplained abbreviat¬ 
ions and presents a very cliquish image. For 
example, in a report on the annual CPSA conf¬ 
erence you find the sentence ‘We all kqow what 
what happened then ’ with no explanations. 
There are incomprehensible articles and ref¬ 
erences to characters obviously well-known to 
the writers of the magazine, but to who else ? 
The rank and file perhaps ? I doubt it. 

Similarly at a recent Union rally in Leeds 
over the civil servants pay claim, a group, 
which identified themselves as a Redder Tape 
group, while on the one hand opposing the 
platform,still displayed a very obvious chum¬ 
miness towards them. 

What does all this mean ? While the const¬ 
itutional changes in trade union structure pro¬ 
posed by rank and file groups are extremely 
important, this syndrome I’ve been describing 
actively militates against the ordinary member 
going to a meeting and getting up and saying 
his piece. This syndrome makes the leadership 
of rank and file groups into a new clique there¬ 
by reinforcing the very structures they are try¬ 
ing to destroy. 






TO LIBERTARIAN STRUGGLE 


fillFor Twelve issues 


I enclose a cheque/P O for £1 as a subscription to LIBERTARIAN STRUGGLE. 

NAME....... 

ADDRESS. ....... 

LIBERTARIAN STRUGGLE, 29 Cardigan Road, Leeds 6. 
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ORA_ 

groups & contact addresses 


If you think that the direct control by working people over all aspects of their 
lives is worth fighting for.. 

If you think that what’s nee.ded now is independent rank and file organisation 
linking all aspects of working class struggle - in housing, schools, womens’ 
rights, in work, and all others. 

If you think that the independence of these organisations must be defended from 
takeover by the Labour traitors, union bureaucracies, and the “NEW leaderships” 
If you think that an organisation is needed which fights for revolutionary politics 
in everyday struggles but has no intention of seizing power for itself 

THEN, JOIN THE ORA! 

LOCAL GROUPS, 


Leeds: Trevor Bavage, Flat 3, 35 Richmond 
Road, Leeds 6. 

Manchester: Les Smith, 277 Kingsway Park 
Davyhulme, Urmston, Manchester. 


Glasgow: Gordon Siykes, 32 Queen Elisabeth 
SOI are, Glasgow C3- 

Hull: Marion McCartney, 13 Col tin an Street. 

Hull. 

Lancaster Joe Thombeny, 56 Norfolk street, N°rtb London: Doug Dun-ant, 68a Chingford 
Lancaster. Road, London E. 17. 

York: Neil Hunt. 24 Moss Street. York. 

There are also contacts in: Andover, Birmingham, Colchester, Dundee, Edinburgh, Harlech, 
Liverpool, West, East and South Lon don,Newcastle, Norwich, Oxford, Poole, Reading and 
Swansea. If you want to be put in touch, write to Terry Green, at the York Group 
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UH MURRAY BIVEflLS 

I -- 


Late on Friday evening, 26th October, BBC 
television featured a talk with Len Murray, 
new General Secretary of the TUC, confront - 
ing three questioners -Reginald Maudling 
(Tory ex-Home Secretary), Eric Jacobs (right¬ 
ist Labour correspondent of the Sunday Times) 
and Alex Jarrett (Director of the massive pub - 
lishing cartel International Publishing Corp - 
oration IPC). 

In the discussion Murray totally confessed 
his role as policeman of the unions’ member¬ 
ship and outlined in detail his willingness to 
stifle militancy and assist in implementation 
of the government’s legislation concerning 
pay and trade unions. Selected quotes from the 
interview given below reveal Murray’s treach¬ 
erous and collaborationist policies as leader 
of the TUC ■ 


MURRAY ON PHASE THREE 


Murray and Feather have been consistent 
advocates of ‘talks’ at Downing Street Murr¬ 
ay’s reasons are that by talking he can chan¬ 
ge Ted Heath’s intentions and indicated this 
when he said: 

‘The government has taken up some ol our 
ideas in Phase Three - some very good ideas - 
the results of negotiation. ’ 

Phase Three is nothing more than a direct 
attack on the living standards of the working 
class while profit restrictions are lifted for 
the bosses. The package was dressed up with 
small, almost meaningless ‘generous concess¬ 
ions ’. These concessions were the result of 
Murray’s ‘good ideas’ which, because they 
were negotiated, legitimised Phase Three in 
the eyes of many workers . 


MURRAY ON PRICES AND INCOMES 


In reply to Maudling enquiring what was 
the TUC’s attitude to an incomes policy, Murr - 
ay replied: 

‘We are not against a prices and incomes pol¬ 
icy in principle.’ 

The prices and incomes policy has been the 
major weapon of governmental attacks on the 
working class since the days of Selwyn Lloyd. 
Murray sees nothing against it ‘in principle.’ 



MURRAY ON PHASE ONE 


Murray outlined the behaviour of the negot¬ 
iators of thd TUC in Phase One: 

‘The TUC negotiating before and during Phase 
One was ready to ask affiliated unions to re¬ 
commend to ing)OSe a voluntary incomes rest¬ 
raint providing something was done on prices..’ 


Murray and the TUC were ready and willing to 
police workers who were demanding higher 
wages until price inflation caused a wav^of 

militancy which the TUC could not control. 



MURRAY ON JOINT UNION/EMPLOYER 
GOVERNMENT BODIES 


In reply to a bout of discussion concerning 
the National Economic Development Council 
(NEDC) - a joint union-employer government 
body which was responsible for the infamous 
spread of “productivity deals’ and National 
Productivity Year - Murray stated: 

'I must give full credit to Reginald Maudling 
for his setting-up of the NEDC in 1963 which 
made great headway in productivity.’ 

The productivity movement in the late 60’s 
was responsible for mass redundancies as 
bosses sacrificed increased productivity for 
increased profits .Murray gives this ‘full cre¬ 
dit : 


MURRAY ON COLLECTIVE BARGAINING 


Murray was asked why the unions were 
backing the slogan ‘Hands off collective bar¬ 
gaining .’ He replied: 

"Hands off collective bargaining’ is just a 
journalistic slogan.’ 

When the working class is fighting for its ba¬ 
sic rights defending one of those rights be - 
comes to Murray a ‘journalistic slogan.’ In 
answer to the criticism that free collective 
bargaining is *unfair’ in that dockers get paid 
a lot and nurses a little Murray’s attitude diff¬ 
ered little from that of a high Tory: 

‘No ....voluntary collective bargaining doesn’t 
(historically) give a fair distribution of income. 
The government must come in.’ 

Murray makes no mention that the employers 
ensure an uneven development of progress of 
wage struggles by holding back the weaker 
sections of the working class .According to 
him, it is the fault of collective bargaining, 
into which the government must intervene. 



MURRAY ON GUARANTEES TO THE 
GOVERNMENT 


Maudling stated the NEDC failed because 
the unions could not carry out their part of the 
bargain and were unwilling. Murray again made 
his position clear: 

7 wouldn’t offer the government a capper bott¬ 
omed cast iron guarantee because I couldn’t 
cany it out.’ 


Talking again to Tory Maudling: 

‘We (the TUC) can only promise to do what we 
can and that can be our best -sometimes our 


' . Unions don’t just consist of its leaders • 

we have to try and convince the members. We 
can say to them we want you to accept this - 
it’s the best we’ll get. I can’t promise they’ll 
accept but we’ll try always to persuade the 
members. ’ 



He said little else cn this issue, when it is 
the central factor in the erosion of the living 
standards of the working class - not a single 
mention of the interest war, speculation and 
vastly increased profits. This man never puts 
the case of the workers. 


IAY ON THE LAW, UNIONS AND 
INDUSTRIAL RELATIONS ACT 


Should the unions comply with the law? • 
Murray, when finally pinned down, answered 
with a firm “yes’ and clearly stated: 

‘I’m not going to defend widespread breaking 
of the law ! 

Concerning the £100,000 sequestration of funds 
from the political fund of the AUEW by the Nat¬ 
ional Industrial Relations Court, Murray said: 

'They (the AUEW) have been punished for br - 
eaking the law - they’ve been punished. Some 
unions I would call extreme in their actions 
against the law.’ 


IEN MURRAY IN ACTION I 

The following letter was sent to Trade Union branches all over the 
country during the November firemen’s strike against wage limits • 
in Phase Three :- 

CIRCULAR No. 37 1973 / 74. 

I have issued the following statement in full consultation 
with the Fire Brigades Union on the strike in Glasgow fire 

■ HHifctT III II L I. I.. 

I hope you will ensure that none of your members in any way 
give support or assistance to the men who, by acting in def¬ 
iance of the instructions of their Union, are threatening pub¬ 
lic safety, and that if the opportunity presents itself, your 
own members will encourage the firemen to process their 
grievances through their Union. 

L. MURRAY 
GENERAL COUNCIL 

T.U.C. 


The only reason Murray won’t give the Tories 
guarantees is because he can’t control his 
membership to accept a deal. Murray’s role is 
to make sure that workers are ‘good boys’ and 
when that occurs he’ll give all the guarantees 
the Tories wish for. 

In reply to more pumping by Maudling, Janett 
and Jacobs as to why die unions were unhelp¬ 
ful, Murray actually pleaded: 

‘What do you want me to do?’ 

Jarrett replied that it was necessary to make 
labour more mobile, more able to be retrained, 
to take new machinery, etc. Murray, not hilight- 
ing that labour mobility is the cover for dest¬ 
ruction of well-organised union shops and also 
produces closures and mass redundancies, re- 

‘We’ve done our best - we’ve become a highly 
mobile society. The TUC has worked hard to 
make labour more mobile 

Murray followed this up with: 

'We want to help the government.’ 


MURRAY ON INFLATION 


On being questioned that in “normal’ cir¬ 
cumstances ‘do wages cause inflation?’, Murray 
came up with the answer: 

•Right.’: 

He also stated: 

‘Rising prices is nothing .’ 


‘The TUC General Council said in very care¬ 
ful words that they would give support for the 
recognition of the AUEW at Con-Mech , but we 
did not say we would support the techniques 
used (i.e. a strike)to gain that recognition.’ 

Murray believes the AUEW was justly punished 
before the law and he made sure the TUC gave 
no support to AUEW action at Con-Mech. On 
being criticised for having lost some control 
of the membership of die TUC and that a gap 
was widening between leaders and led, Murray 
lamented with: 

‘The working people are more educated and 
more critical today. They just don’t accept 
advice - they resent authority 

Remarks concerning ‘extremist’ leaders (Scan¬ 
lon and Jones) were answered by a revealing 
perspective as to their role: 

‘These people have great energy and enthus - 
iasm and it is our job to harness it and channel 
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The most threatening remark came from debater 
Jacobs when he told Murray: 

'The Shah of Persia has empowered his sec¬ 
urity forces to-control prices and incomes .This 
will happen if you don’t help Len. ’ 

This hint of the content of Phase Ten passed 
Murray by in die debate. He made no comment 
on the role of the Army in Persia shooting down 
strikers to ‘enforce’ an incomes policy. 



Throughout the whole discussion Murray 
played out the role of Ted Heath’s boy, plead¬ 
ing that he was ‘doing his best and trying hard’ 
constantly asking the three Conservatives 
‘what do you want me to do?’ and saying that 
‘we want to help.’ His whole attitude was to 
swallow die Tory ideological kit-bag that the 
working class in the unions is to blame for the 
present economic situation. He hardly touched 
on the fact that the Tory government, backed 
by a bourgeoisie that is profit-mad, is bent on 
attacking the living standards of die working 
class. Conciliatory and friendly and chatty 
with Maudling and co - MurTav is a bosses’ 
man. Maudling in the same spirit congratulated 
Murray for his good work for the Tories with: 

‘I wish you all the best in your new job 
Murray replied with a humble: 


His job will be well done. Murray has re¬ 
vealed that if the membership lifts the press¬ 
ure from him for just a small moment, he will 
be at 10 Downing Street negotiating with the 
‘reasonable men’ of die Tory government trying 
to carry put their wishes. > 



^Like fattier - like son?Murray follows in 
the footsteps of Feather trying to stifle the 
independent activity of the rank and file while 
working with the government When the Brit¬ 
ish worksrs decide to take on the government 
in a ‘once and for all’ confrontation, in the 
form of a general strike, they will have to 
discredit Murray and his friends on the Gen¬ 
eral Council of the TUC. No-one must bel¬ 
ieve that his type represents the workers in 
any negotiations. In a general strike, the TUC 
must either be directly under the control of 
the rank and file or the rank and file must 
raoidly create their own councils of policy, 
discussion and action. It is these units of 
working class power that we argue for in any 
struggle. We do this by constantly exposing 
the TUC and its leaders in their role and po¬ 
sing the alternative -Workers’ Councils. 


BOB CAMPBELL 


During its brief existence, the Hungarian 
Workers Republic of 1919 did more than mere¬ 
ly resist the encircling Rumanian and Czecho¬ 
slovak armies, who were created, paid, apd 
supplied by Britain and France. They also rep 
sisted the deliberate creation of famine by the 
official Allied blockade . 

The legal profession was replaced by a 
system of revolutionary tribunals elected by 
the workers of the district. 

All factories with more than 20 workers 
were ‘socialised’ i.e. run by workers’ commi- 

In education ‘children’s soviets’ educated 
the children in a neV self managed way of life 
by giving the Children’s Committees shared 
control of school discipline with the teachers. 
Sex education was taught with the aid of films 
and lectures. Birth control was advocated and 
the stigma of illegitimacy removed. 

The Commissariat of Housing restricted 
upper and middle class tenants to 3 rooms 
maximum in their own houses and used the 
rest to house the homeless and those forced to 
live in slums. Newly-wed couples were provi¬ 
ded by the Commissariat with basic furniture 
and kitchen utensils. Day nurseries were org¬ 
anised for working class mothers. Children’s 
villages were set up for orphans. 

At the end of April, renenewed Rumanian 
offensive threatened Budapest. The working 
class districts rose en masse and factories 


sent columns to the front. The government he¬ 
ld dozens of mass meetings to explain its pol¬ 
icies and to amend them through discussion. 
These were no false public relations exerci¬ 
ses but tired men and women (both the speak- 
ars and the audience) struggling to lay the fou¬ 
ndations of working class power and control 
in the midst of a world of enemies. The Ruman¬ 
ians were routed but a new French-organised 
Czechoslovak army immediately posed another 
threat. 

At the same time, the feudal landowners, 
officers, priests and other riff-raff came toge¬ 
ther in the French-controlled town of Szeged 
to found a ‘National Government’ with the bene¬ 
volent help of the FreBch General d’Esperey. 
The figurehead they chose was the by-now 
tatty and battered ‘respectable liberal’ Count 
Karolyi. 


The Red Army routed the Czech invasion 
but the Allied blockade was literally beginn¬ 
ing to starve the Revolution. In June, naval 
cadets staged a counter-revolutionary rising - 
their main publicity was against the Jews’ 
and the threat to civilisation posed by the 
seating of 20 women as elected deputies of 
the Budapest workers council!. After street fi¬ 
ghting they were crushed but the constant thr 
eat of physical intervention by British and 
French armies held back the necessary crush¬ 
ing of the counter-revolutionaries - only five 


plotters were shot and this after the cadets 
had fired naval cannon indiscriminately at 
working class districts! 

Meanwhile the ‘National Government’ set 
up a “National Army’ led by the reactionary 
landowner Admiral Horthy, and composed of 
units called ‘death batallions’. These began 
their training in the countryside around belea¬ 
guered Budapest - murdering peasants, tortur- 
ingXews, killing the teachers and administrat¬ 
ors of the children’s villages. 

On August 1st, with the Rumanians once 
more attacking and fifty miles from Budapest, 
the Hungarian Workers Republic ended. Bela 
Kun and his government resigned in return for 
Allied promises of an ending of the blockade. 

A Social Democrat government was set up and 
the Hungarian workers waited by the Allies to 
keep their word. 

First the Rumanians swept in - wholesale 
massacres took place, Jews were hunted, any¬ 
thing left of value was looted. Then the Ruman¬ 
ians left and on November 16th Horthy’s men 
marched into Budapest. The British and French 
had at last a government of gentlemen to deal 


K.N. 


NATIONAL FRONT FASCISTS 
CLAIM TO HAVE‘RESPECT’ 


The National Front. Britain's leading fascist 
organisation, is Dying ‘to go respectable'. 

In October the annual general meeting of 
the National Front (NF) met in Red Lion Sn¬ 
are, London. A line of ’bodyguards’ protected 
the doorway as leaders John Tyndall and Mar¬ 
tin Webster prepared a new constitution which 
would *finally lay to rest the untrue and unfair 
assertion that the National Front is a ‘fascist’ 
or some form of totalitarian organisation.’, 

These’untrue“and“unfair*assertions are 
illustrated below. They are facsimiles of the 
advertisements taken from P*ge 4 of ‘Spear¬ 
head’, the journal of the NF when it was the 


National Socialist Movement, in the August/ 
September issue 1964. 

The editor was John Tyndall, President of 
the NF and the stop press box announces: 
Martin Webster involved in incident with Jomo 
Kenyatta. International repercussions. Full 
story next issued Martin Webster is now Nat¬ 
ional Organiser of the National Front.. 


WANTED. Pro- war publications of British 
Fascist/Nazi groups (not periodicals). John, 
BM/SKLAR, London, WC1 


SWASTIKA BADGES. In Red, White and Blue! 
Buy yours now! Only 5/- each. Send s.a.e. to 
Box 6 ‘Spearhead’ 


sp 


The £hird Reich in sound. Details from ‘Spear¬ 
head sound service. Box 6 


OIL PORTRAITS of Adolf Hitler. To order: 
Send s.a.e. for details to Box 1’Spearhead’ 


WANTED: Nazi books and publications of all 
types on political subjects: illustrated books 
on rallies, etc. G.F. Watkins, Box 3 ’Spear- 


SPECIAL OFFER: Four Photograph c portr¬ 
aits of Adolf Hitler. 5/- per set from ‘Spearhead’ 
book service 


DRAOIIISMEIIFEILIIIE HIEEZE 


‘Never have so many been out for so long ' 
for so little. ’ So the unfortunate pun went on 
the picket line outside Fenners Marfleet, 

Hull, it had real meaning for 15 draughtsmen 
who had been on sDike for 15 weeks. The men 
worked for MEC (Manufacturers Equipment 
Company), a subsidiaiy of the national firm, 
Fenners, also based in Hull. 

They claimed that the firm had not fulfilled 
an earlier agreement to carry out ‘a reasonable 
and normal reassessment of wages’ - the com¬ 
pany had refused, using the government’s wage 
freeze as an excuse. So the dispute began, 
the firm thinking that as there were only 15 of 
them they could intimidate and make an exam¬ 
ple of them. After a work-to-rule by the men, 
they were locked out by the firm and picketing 
began on 6th July at the MEC factory. There 
was no support from the AUEW in the firm at 
that time, or from the T & GWU. Drivers who 
did tum back in unofficial support of the sD¬ 
ike, risking victimisation, especially those 
in non-union firms, which MEC began using as 
the strike went on in the hope of getting equip¬ 
ment through. 

After a month the picketing was having an 
effect, so the company began using alternat¬ 
ive dropoff points in Hull from where they ho¬ 
ped to smuggle the loads into the factory in 


their own vans. The places were easy to det - 
ect, mainly because of the amazing lack of 
subtlety for instance, one^lace drivers were 
directed to was CEM warehouse, a smashed-up 
house in a derelict area. But then followed a 
period of escalation by MEC, in which they 
jumped round Hull opening new warehouses, 
which were quickly detected by drivers who 
informed the pickets. 

The tactic of opening a 'arge number of al¬ 
ternative warehouses was designed to stretch 
the reserves of the pickets - there were only 
15 of them, so though each man picketed all 
day, every day, on many of the picket lines 
only a placard could be left saying ‘MEC dis¬ 
pute, TASS please do not cross’..Firms out¬ 
side Hull such as a sprout-picking/packing 
factory at North Newbald were obviously being 
paid for the use of their premises. 

By now the men were told that they had 
been blacked by all employers in Hull, so they 
had to win to save their jobs. To fight this new 
threat they approached the workers in the main 
Fenners factory in Hull and got the AUEW wor¬ 
kers to allow them to picket there. Previously 
’ they had been picketing at the subsidiary MEC . 
The turning point of the dispute was the black¬ 
ing of work for MEC by the workers at the 
main Fenners factory. The dispute was now 
directly with Fenners - they were now dealing 


directly with their oppressors and not with 
one of its puppet subsidiaries. However, it 
was not until mid-August that AUEW began gi¬ 
ving more than tacit help. It was the men and 
the drivers who had sustained the sDike until 
then. The Hull dockers gave further support 
to the sDike by blacking firms whose lorries 
and equipment were breaking the picket lines . 
The strike was affecting the external compan¬ 
ies now - from where pressure could be brou¬ 
ght on Fenners to resolve die dispute. 

The strike ended in September with talks 
between the AUEW and Fenners, a victory ach¬ 
ieved against the ‘odds’ by workers who though 
members of a large union belonged to a small 
section not renowned for their militancy. Vio- 
tory was achieved by workers solidarity, supp¬ 
ort from the drivers, the workers at Fenners, 
the dockers and eventually the union bureau¬ 
cracy. Was the AUEW frightened of confront¬ 
ation at that stage of the freeze, preferring to 
wait for Phase Three, or did they consider the 
issue to be too small? Although numerically 
the strike was small, it showed that the im¬ 
petus came from die workers solidarity and it 
is only through this that struggles can be won 

JULIE SHARP 
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Lessons from the past: 


U.K. CAPITALISM 1870-1326 

c 


The present difficulties facing British cap - 
italism are in many ways comparable to previ¬ 
ous crises. Both the economic conditions and 
the response of capitalists and workers show 
similarities .The trouble for the ca ptalists 
started at the end of the nineteenth centuty 
with the failure of British capitalism to main - 
tain profitability - 

Britain in 1870 was producing a third of the 
world’s industrial goods, yet by 1913 it prod¬ 
uced only 14%. It had been overtaken in prod¬ 
uctivity by the US, Germany and Sweden. At 
the same time as the increasing industrializ¬ 
ation of other countries British workers were 
organizing into Trade Unions and fighting for 
higher wages. In the 1870’s unionism grew am¬ 
ongst skilled workers and towards the end of 
toe 1880’5 the unskilled began to unionize. By 
1914 there were four million trade unionists, 
over a quarter of all industrial workers. 

The growth of industrial capital, which in¬ 
itially enabled Britain to capture such a large 
share of world industrial output, had defended 
our high profits and low wages. In order to fi¬ 
ght off increasing competition this high ratio 
of profits to wages had to be maintained. Th - 
erefore, in toe years before toe First World War 
toe working class was under attack directly 
from toe courts and growing unemployment. 

1908 saw toe start of growing militancy and 
in 1912 alone 40 million days were lost in str¬ 
ikes (compared to 10 million in 1970). The 
strikes were a response to toe capitalist attack 
by toe rank and file, and a protest against toe 
trade union leaders. 


CONFLICTS 


From 1880 till 1895 real wages (i.e. toe 
purchasing power of wages) rose but between 
1895 and 1905 real wages fell. This fall in 
wages was one of toe causes of increasing 
labour militancy. Another factor was organised 
labour’s dislike of management’s attempts to 
introduce new labour-saving methods of pro¬ 
duction. Productivity had failed to rise, main¬ 
ly because British Industrialists had failed 
to invest sufficiently, whilst other countries, 
especially Germany and toe US, greatly in¬ 
creased toe amount of capital per woiker. Bri¬ 
tish capitalists were also investing overseas 
more and more'. In 1870 overseas investment 
amounted to £35 million, by 1913 it had rea¬ 
ched £200 million - about 9% of toe national 
income, and one third of total profits. 

The conflicts resulting from this internat¬ 
ional expansion of capitalism and imperialism 
led to the First World War. The war temporar¬ 
ily restored toe profitability of large sections 
of capital - there was virtually no control of 
profits and there was a huge increase in de¬ 
mand for many goods. On toe other hand, real 
wage rates are estimated to have dropped by 
about one fifth in the first 3 years of toe war, 
although real earnings did not fall because 
there was so much overtime worked. But in 
toe long run toe real wage rate was what mat¬ 
tered, because bonuses and overtime would 
not last for ever. 


ards movement A Ministry of Labour was con¬ 
sequently established and toe workers won 
some concessions in toe form of improved un¬ 
employment insurance. At toe same time, toe 
voluntary restrictions of wages broke down. 
There was a major campaign for an eight-hour 
day, with no loss of pay, and toe rank and 
file became militant. The number 6f working 
days lost in 1917 and 1918 was double toe fig¬ 
ure for 1915 and 1916. 


Worst hit by decreased profitability was the 
mining industry, which was given a subsidy. 
Nationalisation, however, was rejected by the 
government and in toe long term it was left up 
’o toe owners of toe mines to find a solution. 
In 1921 government control of toe mines ended 
and toe mine owners lost their guaranteed pro¬ 
fit. Therefore they demanded massive wage 
cuts, which led to toe miners strike of 19 21. 





At toe end of toe war there followed a post 
war boom. However, even during toe 1919-20 
boom industrial output did not reach the 1913 

e war .The boom was engineered to some ex¬ 

tent by toe government to avoid class conflict 
resulting from demobilisation and unemploy¬ 
ment. But this strategy was soon abandoned 
by toe ruling class in favour of restoring pro¬ 
fits by cutting wages and by putting Britain 
back on toe gold standard at toe exchange rate 
with toe dollar which had existed before toe 
war (i.e. revaluing toe pound and making Brit¬ 
ish exports costly). The result was toe sudden 
huge slump of 1920-21. Industrial production 
fell by more than a quarter, unemployment in¬ 
creased from 2% to 18%, and company profits 
were halved. If toe industrial capitalists were 
to compete in world markets and to continue 
to make a profit, then costs had to be cut. Un¬ 
employment was to be just one of toe weapons 
used to weaken toe bargaining strength of toe 
workers. 

The end of toe war was the start of a huge 
wave of strikes. Between 1919 and 1926 toe 
average number of working days last was ab¬ 
out 40 million a year. The class war was rec¬ 
ognised by both sides .The ruling class was 
terrified of the Triple Alliance (miners, rail- 
waymen and transport workers) paralysing toe 
country and revolution was feared if toe work¬ 
ing class was allowed to win the strikes. 


The Triple Alliance issued a call for a symp¬ 
athy strike on toe 15th of April, but toe Nat- 

* ™ P „ 'asm* 

ort. This was Black Friday. 

By 1921 wage-cutting and attempts to leng¬ 
then toe working week were becoming central 
to toe capitalists’ strategy. Baldwin argued 
that ‘all workers in this country have gat to 
take a reduction in wages.’ Many wages fell 
by nearly 40% oetween 1921 and 1924, and 
many of toe cuts were only made after fierce 
class struggle. 

International competition was continuing to 
grow. World manufacturing output was growing 
whilst British output was falling. By 1925 
toe exchange rate with toe dollar had risen to 
its pre-war level and toe gold standard was 
restored. This made toe prices of British goo¬ 
ds too high to allow them to compete with the 
products of other countires. The restoration 
of toe gold standard to try and win back for 
Britain her position as premier financial cap - 
ital of toe world was achieved at toe expense 
of industry and labour. Financiers also bene¬ 
fited from the expansion of toe national debt, 
on which they received interest payments. 

This was just one of toe ways toe bourgeoisie 
. survived at a time of economic crisis. On toe 
other han<( toe working class was suffering 


The decline in wages was undoubtedly 
partly because union leaders capitul ated and 
abandoned the class struggle. Trade union 
leaders joined toe government or led toe work¬ 
ing class into agreements such as toe Treas¬ 
ury Agreement of 1915, in which they volunt¬ 
arily renounced toe strike we^ion for the rest 
of toe war. But there were strikes, notably in 
South Wales and on the Clyde. Sections of toe 
working class overcame their feelings of pat¬ 
riotism when they realised toe exhorbitant 
profits being made .The luxury of toe rich con¬ 
trasted strongly with food shortages and que¬ 
ues. This is reflected in toe growth of trade 
union membership - from around four million in 
1913 to over eight million in 1919. 

In the last year of toe war, industrial un¬ 
rest increased with toe help of toe shop stew- 
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defeats. Real wages fell and trade union met. 
bership was down to five and a half million. 
Strikes became defensive and lock-outs beo- 
cme frequent. 

The mining industry continued to be at to< 
heart of conflict. After Black Friday, toe min 
ers stmek for three months, but were forced 
to return on toe owners’ terms. In 1 924, toe 
owners increased wages but in 1925 they de¬ 
manded further wage cuts. Conflict was post¬ 
poned by a temporary subsidy from toe govern 
ment (Red Friday), toe Samuel Commission 
was set up and toe TUc pledged backing for 
toe miners. When, at toe end of April 1926, 
toe subsidy ended toe miners were locked out 
The TUC called a general strike for 3rd May. 
They had had 9 months since Red Friday to 
organise and prepare, but they had failed to 
do so. The ruling class, however, had not sat 
back, but had carefully mobilised its strike¬ 
breaking forces. After 9 days toe struggle was 
lost when toe TUC leaders called off toe str • 
ike, with obvious relief. The miners held out 
for a further six months before giving in. The 
complete catastrophe of toe general strike 
weakened toe working class for many years 
to come. 


The most militant sections of toe labour 
movement in toe late 1920’s were from toe 
rank and file, and not the official movement 
Militants in a number of unions, forced under 
'communist leadership, toe National Minority 
Movement. This rejected toe class collabor¬ 
ation of union leaders, but toe movement was 
compromised by its links with Stalinist polic- 


CLASS STRUGGLE 


What, then, should we learn from toe class 
struggle 1870-1926? 

(1) Britain suffers from a separation of financi 
. and capital which weakens international 

competitiveness. For example, finance 
presses for high interest rates to attract 
foreign funds and maintain toe reserves 
while industry whits low interest rates for 
cheap investment 

(2) British capitalism suffered and continues 
to suffer from international competitive¬ 
ness This first became a problem in toe 
1880’s and since toe Second World War it 
has become prominent again. This is due 
to a low level of investment. One reason 
for this is low profitability. Higher profits 
could be made outside England because 
toe growing strength of toe working class 
was making high profits uncertain. 

(3) Attempts by toe working class to increase 
wages or maintain its standard of living 
when capitalism is under increasing comp¬ 
etition are therefore potentially revolution¬ 
ary. 

‘(4) Capitalism in toe past has managed to sur¬ 
vive by adapting itself to working class 
demands it could not meet. But it cannot 
go on adapting forever if toe working class 
recognises toe nature of capitalism and mo 
bilises its strength. Up to now it has been 
sold out by union leaders and toe party 
bosses. 

The present crisis is reaching enormous 
dimensions even more than in toe past. At 
each point of the struggle, politicians and 
union leaders will have to reveal their desire 
to shackle the working class to the demands 
of the bourgeoisie more and more often. We 
must constantly expose these incidents to 
show to workers, who trust the present insti - 
tutiais of the labour movement, the treacher¬ 
ous and anti working class role of these lead 
ers and present a clear programme that poses 
workers’ self management as toe only alter¬ 
native. 


A.N. 
























letters 


Dear Comrades, 

I found the article on the econ¬ 
omic situation in the Soviet Union in last mon¬ 
th’s issue of Libertarian Struggle very good. 
However, I think that certain political factors 
need to be pointed out before we can fullv und¬ 
erstand why Russia is encountering the same 
problems as those faced by Western capital¬ 
ism. These problems are not part of some uni¬ 
versal taw of economics, but are dependent on 
the political and economic organisation of soc¬ 
iety. 

Firstly, in the field of agriculture . Before 
the 1917 revolution, Russia had a structure of 
rural life based on the mir, or village commune. 
This had close parallels with a genuine social¬ 
ist community in that the members decided coll¬ 
ectively on the allocation of land on the basis 
of need (usually the number of mouths in each 
family group). This structure was so strong 
that it survived the ruthless drive of Tsarist 
Prime Minister Stolypin to dismantle it and re¬ 
place it with the orthodox capitalist system of 
homestead farming. It was Lenin, not Stalin, 
who destroyed this primitive communist mode 
pf production when he brought in the capitalist 
New Economic Policy in 1921. The slogan for 
the peasants at that time was 'Enrich your¬ 
selves’. Those who (a) had possession of the 
best land, (b) were prepared to exploit their 
fellow peasants or (c) were well in with the 
party or the Red Army proceeded to do so, thus 
creating the class of kulaks or rich peasants. 
These Stalin savagely exterminated in a mis¬ 
taken attempt to reintroduce the collective un¬ 
der the authoritarian control or the State. The 
he* *t pqt tha nim har of peasants liqui¬ 

dated at lYi mill ton. Thus it is not the collect¬ 
ive structure itself which is a weakness, but 
the imposition of centrally devised targets wh¬ 
ich take no account of the notorious volatility 
of agriculture, particularly in a climate like 
Russia's. When the peasants found themselves 
unable to fulfil unrealistic targets, they were 
faced with further coercion. They naturally 
reasoned that if they ensured that targets stayed 
low (by repeated under-fulfilment), they would 
have a little in hand for die bad years. 

Secondly, the Russian government has not 
overcome alienation in industry. It is surpris¬ 
ing how many people overlook this obvious fact 
when considering the Soviet Union. Yet the sit¬ 
uation in Britain gives close parallels .When 
nationalisation is carried out under State con¬ 
trol, rather than workers’ control, it is clear 
that the individual worker will feel no more id¬ 
entification with the monolithic State bureau¬ 
cracy than with the overtly exploitative board 
of directors. Thus the worker feels his first 
priority is to protect himself and his workmates 
from either redundancy or further exploitation 
in the form of higher output targets. The leap 
in production figures which always follows St¬ 
ate nationalisation is due to the rationalisation 
of some of the intrinsic inefficiencies in cap¬ 
italism such as the middleman and the parapher¬ 
nalia of marketing techniques. 


I hope the article on Russia does nbt start 
a long argument on whether Russia is state 
capitalist, a degenerate workers’ state , bureau¬ 
cratic collectivist or whatever. The label which 
is attached is not as important as understanding 
the reasons why Russia has reached its pres¬ 
ent situation 

Fraternally, 

Bill Broome 

P.S. The fact that a new grain output record of 
215 million tons has been reached in Russia 
only shows the inefficiency of centralised 
target-setting - as did the figure of 170 million 
tons last year. What sort of 'planned economy’ 
results in nearly a 30% difference in successive 
annual figures? 


Dear Comrades, 

In the October ‘Libertarian 
Struggle’ you suggest that, since libertarian 
solutions in Ireland today are utopian and ir¬ 
relevant, libertarians should support the Re¬ 
publican movement. I am puzzled as to why 
you should take this position. Certainly lib¬ 
ertarian solutions stand little chance of being 
adopted in Ireland while the majority of the 
population hold reactionary views. However 
since this is equally true of England, should 
we all be supporting the Labour Party? 

Your writer suggests that those who do not 
follow his line are unprincipled. This adject¬ 
ive might be better reserved for those who. 
white calling themselves libertarian give any 
support, however,critical, to those whose nat¬ 
ionalist propaganda and authoritarian militar¬ 
ist organisation clearly shows them to be the 
enemies of libertarian beliefs. 

To be specific, as advocates of class str¬ 
uggle, what do you think of the statements of 
the Provisionals attacking 'gtheistic Marxism’■ 
As opponents of racism, whht do you think of 
propaganda like the Republican 'Irish Soldiers 
Letter’ that tells British troops that while 
they are fighting in Ulster blacks are sleep¬ 
ing with their wives? As opponents of repress¬ 
ion, what do you think of those whose tarring 
and feathering of sexual deviants and purvey¬ 
ors of cannabis shows very dearly their own 
attitudes to law and order? As advocates of 
women’s liberation, what do you think of those 
who while claiming to be 'non-sectarian' are 
incapable of giving straight answers to such 
simple questions like whether they are in fav¬ 
our of laws against contraception and abortion 
in a united Ireland? 

Finally, your article at no point mentions 
the existence of the Protestant working class 
and (he UDA. UDA members have shown them¬ 
selves willing to engage in armed stmggle 
with the occupying forces and speak a pseudo¬ 
socialist rhetoric no more or less convincing 
than similar IRA declarations. Do we support 
their struggle? Are their detainees and prison¬ 


ers included in the Irish political prisoners 
for whose release you call? 

Yours fraternally , 

Roger Sandell 


In the editorial of the October issue of 
Libertarian Struggle, the editorial made three 
demands: 

* release Irish political prisoners 

* end internment now 

* British troops out of Northern Ireland 

These demands are now accepted by ORA nat¬ 
ionally and work based on these demands are 
ORA policy. ORA does not support the IRA. 
The October issue of Libertarian Stmggle 
also contained a review (It Happened Here) 
in which contentious points were raised that 
are not accepted by ORA as a whole. It is 
these points that Roger Sandell criticises. 

The review hints that one should support the 
IRA in their struggles against the British 
military with criticisms of the IRA policies 
and tactics as the quote given below shows: 

“This is not to suggest that we give un¬ 
critical simport to the IRA, but that the least 
we can do is take an active part in a campaign 
based on the demands of ending internment 
and withdrawing British troops.” 

Roger Sandell mentions none of these po¬ 
litical demands, although he points out just¬ 
ifiable criticisms of the Provisional IRA. His 
comment that the UDA was not mentioned is 
because it is certainly not clear that a UDA 
calling itself ‘loyalist’, demanding a rein¬ 
statement of Stormont, and training in the Br¬ 
itish Army itself (the Ulster Defence Regi¬ 
ment) is ever likely to ‘show themselves will¬ 
ing to engage in armed struggle with the occ¬ 
upying forces’. The UDA is armed by the Br¬ 
itish state and participates in militant strikes, 
rent strides and political action only when it 
considers the British ruling class is not wor¬ 
king hard enough to retain links between Nor¬ 
thern Ireland and the rest of the UK. If the 
UDA are imprisoned for their ‘excesses’ (i.e. 
two were jailed for 6 months in Leeds in 
1972 for possessing £200,000 worth of arms 
as opposed to 10/20 years for the IRA or the 
Stoke Newington 5), we suspect that their 
detention by the British state is trivial. If 
UDA members are jailed for attacking the Br¬ 
itish Army, in that thei-r demands are again¬ 
st the British ruling class, we support their 
release. If they are imprisoned for ‘going too 
far’ with the loyalist wishes, they will be re¬ 
leased by the state after a short, token det¬ 
ention. Hitler was jailed in the 1923 putsch 
for 9 months in Bavaria. Would we call him a 
political prisoner to be released? The Irish 
political prisoners who fight the British rul¬ 
ing class on a long term basis are those for 
whom we campaign and not those whose im¬ 
prisonment is ‘temporary’ in that they supp¬ 
ort British rule. 
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TEACHERS 

PENSIONED 

OFF 

On Monday, November 5th, the 16 teach¬ 
ers’ unions of England, Scotland and Wales 
broke off their negotiations with local edu¬ 
cation authority representatives over teach¬ 
ers’ compulsory contributions to their super¬ 
annuation scheme. 

The unions now consider themselves 
‘in dispute’ over the question - which in¬ 
volves the paltry sum of around £11 a year 
or just 15p a week. It is the principle which 
is being fought for, not the pittance . 

After negotiations broke down, the unions 
decided to co-operate on planning co-ordin¬ 
ated action in support of their case, but just 
2 days later the NAS (National Association 
of Schoolmasters - a sexist and backward un¬ 



ion fighting only on questions of status and 

salary) and their s^Tellite the UWT (Union of 
Women Teachers) took unilateral action and 
called a union meeting in school time on 
Monday 12th November. 

The meeting caused little disruption nat¬ 
ionally - few schools had to close for half 
the afternoon - and no further campaign of 
action was decided on. The protest was thus 
singularly ineffective. 

The 16 unions have now announced their 
‘co-ordinated action’ - they intend to lobby 
MP’s, then rally at Central Hall in Westmin¬ 
ster, on Thursday December 6th. Useless 
enough, but what is even more derisory is 
that the protest rally will be held at 6 p.m. 
so that teachers may attend without schools 
having to close. The protest is nationwide, 
but teachers will attend on a representative 
basis so as to cause no disruption. Yet ano¬ 
ther bureaucratic appeasement of the growing 
militancy of the rank and file in the teach¬ 
ing ‘profession*. 

Add to this the abysmal efforts of the 
Executive Committees of the teachers’ unions 
to campaign effectively for any improvement 
in salaries - the 25% claim submitted by the 
NUT is all words and no action - or condit¬ 
ions in schools where children are forced^ 
into part-time education, or the facile London 
Allowance offer of jl9 a year on which no 
action has been taken. It is obvious that 
rank and file teachers can no longer rely on 
their union leaders to fight on their behalf- 
they must organise and fight themselves. 


Eva Long 
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FOLLOW MY LEADER 


Last month saw two conferences that could 
prove important to the working class move¬ 
ment. On November 4th, the socialist Labour 
League 'transformed’ themselves into the Wor¬ 
kers Revolutionary Party, despite reputed ob¬ 
jections within the League that the time was 
not yet right and that compared with, say, 
the Russian Bolshevik party, they were no¬ 
where near being a mass revolutionary party. 
The following Sunday at Belle Vue, Manches¬ 
ter, the International Socialists held an ‘In¬ 
dustrial conference to smash Phase Three’ 
that appears to be part of the same strategy 
to turn IS into a mass revolutionary party . 

The Socialist Worker conference was an 
impressive affair. There were about 3,000 
people, many of them seeming to be ordinary 
waking class militants. The conference feat¬ 
ured speeches from Tony Cliff, Roger Rose- 
well (EC member of IS and Liverpool organ¬ 
iser) and contributions from trade unionists. 
Cliff’s speech started with an analysis of 
why 1 9f3 had been such a disastrous year 
for the working class. The strength of the 
British working class has always been its 
shopfloor organisation, with about a quarter 
of a million shop stewards .In the fifties and 
sixties, this kind of organisation, based on 
fairly small groups of workers, was able to 
win victory after victory in short sharp batt¬ 
les. The union leaders were powerless in this 
situation. Any national agreements that they 
negotiated were largely ignored as workers 
locally could get far above the amounts neg¬ 
otiated. It was a time of high wage drift and 
expansion. ’ 

In the seventies, this began to change as 
British capitalism began to decline rapidly. 
The employers and the government began to 
get much tougher and short sharp and frag¬ 
mented battles involving small groups of wor¬ 
kers no longer became enough. The time of 
large-scale confrontations took their place. 
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profit, the trade union leaders became more 
important, and their specific role became more 
and more apparent. The militant action that 
took place in 1972, especially the miners’ 
strike and the freeing of the Pentonville Five,' 
scared the union leaderships. They had to re¬ 
gain control of die organised working class, 
which was beginning to act for itself more 
and more. They backed off from any form of 
confrontation. Their role of being a buffer 
class between worker and employer became 
more and more obvious. 

From this essentially correct analysis. 

wuh which no iioeiiarian commun.si would 
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disagree, and from a denunciation of union 
leaders, left and right. Cliff called for a ‘new 
leadership, based on the rank and file, con¬ 
trolled by the rank and file’. He described 
rank and file papers as very important, but 
even if they improved enormously in sales 
and content, they were still not enough. What 
was needed was a national rank and file move¬ 
ment. It was becoming more and more appar¬ 
ent to the uncommitted and the hostile that 
this conference was ai IS recruiting drive 
and that all questions of independent rank 
and file activity were going to ignored, as 
was any question of the exact relationship 
between this rank and file movement and its 
inspiration, IS. Cliff went on to attack ‘econ- 
omism’ - the belief that gut militancy alone, 
with no political content, whether organised 
or not, is enough to win struggles. Consid¬ 
ering that IS has largely been recruiting on 
just such a basis, this seemed significant. 
However, in the next few sentences, this call 
for the necessity of fighting for socialism 
turned clearly into *socialism in the work¬ 
ing class movement equals IS’ and its role 
as the initiator of rank and file papers and 
its future as the wc-king class party. Clearly 
we were not gang to hear from the Cliff who 
used to write at length about ‘substitution - 
ism’ - the vanguard party substituting itself 
for the working class and inevitably coming 
into contact with it. • 


GENUINE RANK AND FILE 


Much was made by both Cliff and Rose- 
well of the need for a genuine rank and file. 
They stated that this conference was not 
(true enough) delegated, and that such a con¬ 
ference, based on delegates actually repre¬ 
senting the people they claim to represent 
should be fought for and should be happening 
by about next February. Attacks were made 
on the Liaison Committee for the Defence of 
Trade Unions for being a phoney organisat¬ 
ion as described above(although it wasn’t 
attacked for being merely an appendage of 
the Stalinists, which might have been a bit 
close to home). 

There seemed to be unresolved differences 
within IS over exactly what fighting for the 
democratisation of the unions means. To sane, 
like Nagliatti, their industrial organiser, it 
seemed to mean the replacement of right-wing 
leaders by left-wing leaders, at least to start 
with. Such a concept differed greatly from the 
view expressed by the ordinary trade union¬ 
ists who spoke from the floor about their ex¬ 
periences of left leaders .Not only Jones and 
Scanlon were denounced as being worse than 
the Coopers, Carrons, etc., but also the left 
leaders of the Fire Brigades Union who rec¬ 
ently dismissed the area committee of Glas¬ 
gow for their strike, which showed more than 
anything else the power of workers’ autono¬ 
mous action. To call for support for left lead¬ 
ers in the face of this seems extremely con¬ 
tradictory, and was another question that IS 
didn’t care to resolve . 


Two black speakers attacked the confer¬ 
ence for saying nothing about racialism and 
a hasty paragraph was tacked into the con¬ 
ference resolution about it. But, in general, 
despite ClifFs opening speech on the need 
for politics, little was said about racialism 
and even less about the position of women. 
The conference called to smash Phase Three 
made no specific recommendations about this 
(beyond calling for a national rank and file 
movement) and did not mention the Equal Pay 
Act as a useful agitation point for opposition 
to Phase Three. 


WORKERS’ POWER 


All in all, the conference was very hope¬ 
ful from the IS point of view. It showed that 
they can mobilise quite large numbers of wor¬ 
kers and that, for the time being, they can 
present themselves in a ‘serve the people’ 
role, ignoring some of the questions of con¬ 
trol and tactics that are bound to emerge. 

The anarchist viewpoint to all this was well 
expressed in the last paragraph of a leaflet 
i ssued for the conference by Manchester ORA: 

WHAT KIND OF WORKERS’ POWER? 

Revolutionary Anarchists call for the ov¬ 
erthrow of capitalism and the State. We stand 
for the democratic control of the whole of so¬ 
ciety by the working class operating through 
workers’ councils and a network of other bo¬ 
dies (factory committees, neighbourhood coun- 
cilsX No party, however ‘revolutionary’, can 
take power ‘on behalf of’ the working class, 
or as its vanguard without stifling the self¬ 
activity that is the g^sence of workers’ pow¬ 
er. The organisations that workers in struggle 
build up now will, to a large extent, deter- v 
mine the nature of any future socialist soc¬ 
iety . Revolutionary Anarchists therefore call 
for: 

* rank and file groups to be formed in every 
union and industry 

* militant industrial action to bring down 
the Tories 

* no co-operation with any capitalist govern¬ 
ment 

* internal democracy within all rank and file 
groups and within the working class move¬ 
ment as a whole 

All these are necessary if a revolutionary 
movement capable of challenging the capital¬ 
ist system and establishing a free, libertar¬ 
ian communist society is to be built up. With¬ 
in the workers’ movement, the anarchists will 
fight alongside any tendency - but we will re¬ 
sist all attempts to turn rank and file groups 
into recruiting agencies for IS or anyone else. 

STEVE KIBBLE 
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GAY ROAD WHERE? 


Tlie past eighteen months has seen a coll¬ 
apse of whatever political credibility the Gay 
Liberation Front may ever have had. Despite 
the publication of some excellent pamphlets, 
and the formation of the Gay Marxist Group, 
the political practice of G.L.F. has remained 
on the reactive level of mobilising counter- 
demonstrations to those groups that have taken 
an avowedly anti—homosexual stance — like 
the Festival of Light and S.P.U.C. . 

Publications such as 'The Politics of Homo¬ 
sexuality’, ‘Faggots and the Revolution’ and 
the ‘G.L.F. Manifesto’ have raised important 
political questions about sexual repression and 
authoritarian conditioning (via the family) and 
the development of sexism as props of bourge¬ 
ois ideology and major forms of social control. 
All of which make clear that gay liberation is 
no mere ‘liberal cause" which nice people 
should support — but a fight inextricably bound 
up with the revolutionary struggle. 

The gay liberation movement — even within 
its nominally revolutionary expression, the Gay 
Liberation Front - has been incapable, however 
of agitating on the basis of these analyses, or 
indeed of nationally defining its orientation 
towards any single issue. This lack of perspec¬ 
tive and consequent disunity of action has 
resulted in parochialism, degenerating into 
reformism and concluding in compla cency and 
irrelevance. This is in part due to the abscence 
of structure within the women’s liberation move¬ 
ment (upon which G.L.F. was modelled) and the 
strength of radical fern inist ideas within many 
women’s groups - and the concentration on 
‘personal liberation’, ridding yourself of ‘hang 
ups’ and forming ‘liberated relationships’ which 
permeated the ’sixties youth culture from which 
the gay movement stemmed. 



The sterile role which many see as G.L.F.’s 
primary concern, i.c. politicising the gay ghetto, 
has also contributed to its present condition. 
Creating an understanding of gay oppression 
within the ghetto if a difficult tactic to defend. 
What use the new ideas coming from such an 
understanding may be to the new ‘gay lib con¬ 
vert’ is very hard to see since the only outlet 
that G.L.F. provides is to go out and win more 
adherents to lifestyle politics. Moreover, 
because the ideas lack any organized perspec¬ 
tive, and exist outside any framework for action, 
the entrenched culture of the ghetto has tended 
to swamp G..L.F. and shift its orientation away 
from revolutionary struggle and towards notions 
of acceptance within this society, as well as 
similar abdications. 

A RETURN TO POLITICS ? 


the political elements within G.L.F. is the Gay 
Marxist Group which held its second national 
conference in November last year. 

Discussion at this conference concerned 
itselLin the main, with the tactical question of 
where should a gay revolutionary concentrate 
activity - in an autonomous gay group polit¬ 
icising the gay ghetto, or fighting sexism in 
the straight’ left. This question was posed, and 
'or the most part, answered in terms of mutually 
exclusive alternatives - ignoring the obviously 
complementary nature of the two pursuits. 

From this the reactions of certain left organ¬ 
izations to gay agitation, internally and extern¬ 
ally by their members, became the focus. 

Queries were raised concerning the harassmer 
of gays in I.S. and I.VLG. — whether it simply 
reflects the prejudic of their respective 
leaderships, or perhaps were linked with the 
authoritarian nature of Leninism itself. 

Interesting debate apart the Gay Marxist 
Group, although suffering from many of the same 
faults as GX.F., would appear to be the only 
existing tendency capable of turning the gay 
movement back to revolutionary politics, and of 
challenging the economists disregard for eav 
,-^'.K- W ° men - s) l . iberation which predominates 
e organizations of the revolutionary left. 


SLUMP? 


Workers must not pay 
for capitalist crisis. 


ABOUT 

'LIBERTARIAN STRUGGLE' 

This paper is written and produced by 
militants all over the country who are 
active in their trade unions, tenants 
associations claimants unions, women's 
liberation groups, schools,col leges and 
universities 


We are united by our membership of the ORA 
a democratically organised group which 
fights for a libertarian communist revolution 
This means a revolution brought about and 
firmly controlled by the working class This 
is the only foundation for a society in which 
production is for need not profit, free from 
exploitation and oppression 


The only way working class power can 
express itself is through workers' councils 
in the factories and nieghbourhood councils 
in the communities Demands for improvement 
in workers living standards — whether wages 
better housing etc. are not purely economic 
demands The working class must make each 
demand a move towards the control of 
production and the control of their own lives. 
Therefore every organization and struggle 
of the working class must be directly and 
democratically controlled by the workers 
involved Consequently we oppose all groups 
and parties who take the initiative and 
control from the working class. 


We intend that this paper be used as an a 
agitational weapon in the class struggle 
Libertarian Struggle' combats the lies or 
the capitalist media and exposes the 
authoritarianism of the stalinists and 
trotskyist organizati cns. We put foreward 
revolutionary libertarian ideas« forms of 
struggle and politics. In the present 
period of intense class strugg le it is vita I 
that a strong libertarian movement is built 
within the working cl ass. We caD all 
militants to buy, and sell, and write for 
Libertarian Struggle. 

The editorial group producing this paper 
wish to state that signed articles do not 
necessarily represent national ORA 
policy. 

workers’ power - no substitute - 


The capitalist media is full of scare-monger 
ing about the grave crisis facing our nation 
Everyone is exhorted to make sacrifices and 
show the spirit of Dunkirk The present 
crisis is a crisis of capitalism and the strat 
of the ruling class is to make the workers 
pay for the breakdown in the system. A while 
•ago it was the Arabs who were blamed Now 
its the miners and the railwaymen. In fact 
the energy crisis has merely hastened the 
recession which economic forecasts had stat 
ed would have happened in 1975 anyway. 

THE CAPITALIST SOLUTION 

The ruling class hopes to save itself by 
inflicting asevere defeat on those workers in 
dispute and by widespread cuts in workers 
living standards By blaming everything on the 
miners and the railwaymen the Tories hope to 
isolate them from the rest of the Labour move 
ment and thus make easier their defeat At the 
same time they hope to get an agreement with 
the TllC leadership. This, the latter, will be 
only too pleased to fall in with this, as the 
secret talks between Jones, Scanlon and Whit 
elaw indicate With this in the bag the Tories 
will feel free to mount a savage onslaught on 
the working class with millions made unemp 
loyed and millions more working short time 
cowed into submission by the threat of layoffs. 
This will be followed by further attacks on the 
Welfare State as the recession really sets in 
and the financiers demand reductions in gover¬ 
nment spending As international competition 
intensifies Tor fast diminishing markets and 
all efforts are put into export industries, the 
price of consumer commodities will soar, and 
rationing will be introduced Food ration 
cards have already been printed 


The Labour Party will also fall in behind 
the Tory strategy There is already talk of a 
National Government to meet the crisis. Emm¬ 
anuel Shinwell one time Labour left - has 
stated in a radio interview that only a Nation 
al Coalition Government can save the country' 
and that he would support such a move. 

There must be no illusions about Labour s 
will or ability to fight Those who call for a 
feneral election to return a Labour government 
are peddling dangerous ideas Capitalism dem- 
that anti-working class pulicies be carried 
out. and Harold Wilson will be just as will 
ing to betray the working class as Ramsay 
Macdonald was. 

THE WORKERS STRATEGY 

If the ruling class succeeds in its offensive 
the working class movement will be set back 
years and the srale of the defeat will be great 
er than that of 1926- This crisis makes abso 
lutely clear that the fundamental issue is (he 
question of power The only way open for the 
working class is to engage in mass industrial 
action to bring down the government and to 
create new organs of working class power 

For the miners the continuation of the over 
time ban is pointless There must be an all 
out strike. The miners must not fight alone 
Engineers and railwaymen must also take 
strike action Scanlon must not be allowed 
to get away with the disastrous tactics of 
selective strikes and overtime bans tactics 
made more absurd by the fact that most of ind 
1 ustrv is on a three day week National strike 
action is essential Thore must be unitv at all 
i levels in the struggle. The strung sections 


pull in other workers for an all-out general 
strike to smash the Tories. 

The Tl! leaders will do their utmost to head 
off the struggle and sell out the workers. 
Workers must organise independently now. 
Local action committees of militants and soc* 
lalists must be set up to organise for a gen 
eral strike in their areas. As an immediate aim 
these committees must ensure the support of 
the mass of the workers in the struggle. The 
long term strategy must be to create workers 
committees to take control of all places of 
work and to establish local workers councils 
democratically-controlled organs of workers 
power- which lead the onslaught against (he 
bourgeois state and lay the foundations for a 
libertarian communist society 


ORGANISE FOR A 
GENERAL STRIKE NOW, 


EDITORIAL OF THE O.fl.A. 
DELEGATE CONFERENCE 
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DEMOCRATISE THE 
RANK & FILE. 


Once again, the twice-yearly meeting of 
the Rank and File National Committee is over 
and the IS leadership have won a marginal vic¬ 
tory over the tendencies fighting for democracy 
in the NUT Rank and File Group 

As reported in the July./August issue of 
Libertarian Struggle, the Executive Committee 
(EC) of Rank and File, a group within the Nat¬ 
ional Union of Teachers, are prepared to go 
to quite extraordinary lengths of about-face and 
bureaucratic manoevre in order to retain their 
control over the membership. 

At the last National Committee in June, a 
constitution that had been in use for many ye¬ 
ars suddenly became ‘draft’ and was precipi - 
tately amended so as to cut membership con¬ 
trol of the organisation down to a subordinate 
and trivial level. (National Committee is a del - 
egate body set up to co-ordinate and initiate 
policy between the annual meetings of the so¬ 
vereign National Conference.)-Not content with 
this, IS members declared that National Con¬ 
ference was also to be delegated in future. A 
delegate conference is obviously necessary 
when a group grows large enough, and is also 
more democratic in that all sections of the 
membership are given an equal voice and not 
excluded by geographic or financial consider¬ 
ations. However, delegation goes hand-in-hand 
with a proportional representation system. Un¬ 
less all opinions held by the membership are 
fairly represented, delegation merely becomes 
the steamrollering of any minority opinion by 
the majority. 


One thing needs to be made clear to IS - 
until they trust the membership of the group, 
and while they continue to treat them as plipnt 
fodder, the Rank and File Group will not grow 
and will not gain credibility with the overwhelm, 
ing majority of union members who remain un - 
impressed by Rank and File posturing. In fact, 
membership has actually dropped in the London 
region despite a large groundswell of dissatis¬ 
faction and militancy over the parnime educa¬ 
tion issue. This is an indication of the sick¬ 
ness which the leadership refuse to recogriise 
in their short sighted determination to keep 
hold of the reins. 

In the recent ‘Perspectives’ document drawn 
up by the controlling Executive Committee for 
the membership, they actually state that ‘at 
first, the role of the supporter (all Rank and 
File members are called ‘supporters’ so as not 
to antagonise the Executive Committee of the 
NUT into expelling the Rank and File Group 
for dual membership) was seen as being one 
of helping the paper financially plus, once a 
year, electing the EC and determining in broad 
outline the policy of R and F”. They state that 
this has now changed -which is not true -but 
for a group to actually see membership of a rank 
and file organisation in the above terms is very 
indicative of the low regard they have for mem¬ 
bers’ involvement. 

Another example of this disregard for the 
membership which occurred at the most recent 
National Committee meeting in December, was 
when a motion was passed instructing the EC 
to “appoint a sub-committee of the EC to pre 
pare a draft version of a new ‘Teachers’ Char 


ter’ Amendments suggesting the draft ver¬ 
sion be submitted to the next annual Conference 
for discussion and acceptance/rejection, or 
that a specially convened conference discuss 
it, were rejected and it was left open to debate 
just exactly what control the membership will 
have over die final version. No procedure was 
set up for the document to be circulated to gr¬ 
oups -it is obviously going to be yet another 
document given to a docile membership preven¬ 
ted from having any say about its content. Just 
like the ‘Aims and Principles’ of R and F, just 
like the pamphlets ‘Democracy in Schools’ and 
‘Education for Society’ (pushed out under the 
R and F tradename) -all presented as ‘faits 
accompli’ to a membership not entrusted with 
any say in them. 

As a final kick in the face to the idea of par 
ticipation in die ‘Teachers’ Charter’, a member 
present who asked to be on the sub -committee 
drawing up the draft ‘Teachers’ Charter’, for 
which an open invitation had been issued at 
the National Committee (“If you want to be on 
the sub -committee, give your names to Jon Hoo - 
per at the end of this meeting”), was asked 
“What experience do you have? If you want to 
be on the subcommittee, you’ll have to apply 
in writing to the KC and they’ll consider it”. 

For a group supposedly concerned with demo¬ 
cratising the NUT, there is very little demo¬ 
cracy shown by the R and F leaders. 

It is also indicative that at the National Co - 
mmittee meeting, the following motions were 
defeated: 

“The NC rejects the attempt of the R and F NC 
to redefine the aims and principles of R and 
F as decided by groups nationally and pub - 
lished in R and F 21 without reference to the 
membership. As socialists, we recognise the 
legitimacy of debate within R and F and on 
subjects wider than education, NUT and trade 
union activity. In particular, we demand that 
democracy be seen to be done and that the 
conference on Ireland, as constitutionally 
called for, be held.” 

LOST: 29 to 3 9 


This R and F NC calls for the reversal of the 
Bradford resolution calling for a delegate 
National Conference and calls upon the NC 
to submit the question to the next annual Co¬ 
nference. 

This motion was amended to read: 

This R and F NC recognises that as the Nat - 
ional Conference is the supreme body of Rank 
and File and only the National Conference is 
competent to define itself as a delegate Con¬ 
ference, the NC thus notes that the next ann¬ 
ual conference will not be a delegate confer¬ 
ence and that the radford resolution will be 
discussed at that conference.” 

LOST: 31 to 48 

“Voting for the election of delegates to Nat¬ 
ional Conference will be conducted on a pro- 
portional basis by a system of transfer-vote.” 

LOST: 

“Voting for the election of members of the Nat¬ 
ional Committee will be conducted on a pro - 
portional basis by a system of transfer -vote.” 

LOST 

Once again, all the motions dealing with the 
democratisation of Rank and File are defeated, 
though the size of the minority is a clear indi¬ 
cation that there is a growing struggle to smash 
the IS4ed bureaucracy. It is essential that rank 
and file groups are not'viewed as “a cog which 
IS will turn” or “a united front of socialist 
teachers” but as the organs of workers’ demo - 
.cracy in the trade union movement that will fi - 
nally transform the labour movement as we know 
it today. 


These syndicalist principles of woikers’ 
control and democracy must be fought for ag¬ 
ainst all those who wish to abuse and use 
them for their own ends. It is the struggle for 
these principles that is now being fought in 
the NUT Rank and File Group. 

Julie Sharpe 


ROBIN BLACKBURN:!S^o s n c s ourt 


Robin B bekbum. leading militant of the 

International Marxist Grou p has recently 
threatened court injunctions against several 
bookshops in this country. Playing another 
role besides that of revolutionary, he rep¬ 
resents the interests of die publishing house 
New Left Books. His behaviour brings into 
question his adherence to a number of 
principles which any revolutionary would 
deem a necessity. 

On Monday 26th of November, Blackburn 
walked into ‘Books* of Leeds and scrabbled 
through the many shelves looking for a cheap 
paperback reprint of Althusser’s ‘Reading 
Capital’. Insulting various people who worked 
there, he shouted ‘Found it I’ when he 
eventually came across a copy. Compendium 
and Betterbooks, two London bookshops, had 
already been threatened with court injunctions 
by New Left. Books (of which Blackburn is a 


director ). The injunctions were to prevent the 
sale of this cheap £1 paperback. N.L.B. pub¬ 
lishes a hardback edition at £3.85. 

Shouting * Look — its bookshops like you 
selling cheap left-wing books that makes our 
books so expensive. You are killing the dem¬ 
and for Marxist literature,’ Blackburn left the 
shop. Besides Blackburn’s confused logic in 
reasoning that cheap books kill demand, it is 
clear that he and the rest of the directors of 
N.L.B. are determined to keep the prices of 
revolutionary literature at inflated levels. 

When presented with this accusation Black¬ 
burn replied — ‘We produce our books for 
academics. They can afford them.’ 

A principle of revolutionary politics is 
begged by Blackburn’s actions.Do you pub¬ 
lish propaganda and agitation to provide a 
distribution for the widest possible audience, 
or do you publish for a market and ‘academics’. 


Arc New Left books doing their work for profit 
or are they working for revolutionary ends? 
From Blackburn’s words and deeds it is clear 
that they are determined to prevent any cheap 
imports of their editions being sold, just so 
as they can be kept in business. 

On enquiry, it was found that N.L.B. con¬ 
sidered these principles of widespread agit¬ 
ation to be ‘populist crap’. Libertarian 
Struggle was told by Fred Halliday, another 
‘militant’ director of the company, that 
N.L.B. ‘would not use court injunctions if we 
don’t have to, but we’re not afraid to use 
bourgeois law.’ When asked the reasons for 
stopping the import of cheap editions of left- 
wing books, he stated that ‘these cheap book 
importers are objectively agents of U.S. 
imperialism, undercutting the market.’ 

Bourgeois notions of markets and their 
maintainance are the basics of Blackburn’s and 
Halliday’s publishing practice. Blackburn’s 


?fit dual role as p 


dual role as publisher and I.M.CT. ‘militant’ 
brings the pursuit of profit into conflict with 

revolutionary politics. The Gery Lawless 
affair ( over his false claim that the I.R. A. 
was responsible for the London bombings ) 
brought home to all sections of die revolution- 


ship as they tried to cover up Lawless’ job 
in the Press Association — making money from 
a false scoop .Now we have Blackburn mixing 
business with politics and actively preventing 
the widespread distribution of revolutionary 
literature in order to protect prestige markets. 
The I.M.G. can hardly claim to be a credible 
organization while its leadership’s other 
interests, hobbies and businesses are being 
constantly revealed. 


b Campbell.. 



I enclose a cheque/P o for £1 as a subscription to LIBERTARIAN STRUGGLE. 

NAME. . .... 

ADDRESS....... 

LIBERTARIAN STRUGGLE, 29 Cardigan Road, Leeds 6. 


make all cheques/P O s payable to ORA GeneralFund. 


ORA_ 

groups & contact addresses 


If you think that the direct control by working people over all aspects of their 
lives is worth fighting for.. 

If you think that what's needed now is indenendent rank and file organisation 
linking all aspects of working class struggle - in housing, schools, womens’ 
rights, in work, and all others. 

If you think that the independence of these organisations must be defended from 
takeover by the Labour traitors, union bureaucracies, and the “NEW leaderships” 

U you think that an organisation is needed which fights for revolutionary politics 
in everyday struggles but has no intention of seizing power for itself 

THEN, JOIN THE ORA! 

LOCAL GROUPS. 

Leeds: Trevor Bavage, Flat 3, 35 Richmond 
Road, Leeds 6. 


York: Neil Hunt, 24 Moss Street, York. 

« are also contacts in Andover, Birmingham. Colchester, Dundee, Edinburgh, Harleciw 
Liverpool, West, East and South Lon don,Newcastle, Norwich. Oxford, Poole. Reading an<F 
Swansea. If you want tobe put in touch, write to Terry Green, at the York Group address. 
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general strike 

Lessons from 1926 for 1974? 


With talk of a general strike in the air, it is I 
absolutely vital for socialists and militants to j 
leam the lessons of the 1926 general strike. 

We must understand why the massive display 
of working class solidarity with the miners fi¬ 
nally ended in a disast rous defeat for the wor¬ 
king class movement and the eventual starv¬ 
ing out of the miners who were forced to re¬ 
turn to work on the employer’s and government’s 
terms - a reduction of wages and increase in 
hours. 


Why were our brothers and sisters defeated 
in 1926? What was the balance of class forces? 
What were the ideologies of the combatants? 
Why did the rank and file allow themselves to 
be sold out? Most importantly, what must we 
do to avoid repeating the same mistakes? 

When socialists raise the question of class 
consciousness, they are usually referring to 
the class consciousness of the working class. 
What many socialists forget is the class solid¬ 
arity and militancy of the bourgeoisie. In the 
period of social, political and economic crisis 
which followed the first World War and culmin - 
ated in the 1926 general strike, the British 
ruling class defended its interests in a mili¬ 
tant, circumspect and ruthless fashion. 


Unlike the reformist leaders of the TUC, the 
bourgeoisie and its direct political represent¬ 
atives the Conservative Party knew exactly 
what the struggle was about -a decisive con¬ 
frontation between capital and labour in con¬ 
ditions of capitalist crisis. Baldwin mobilized 
the forces of the state, the bourgeoisie and 
petit bourgeoisie to combat the inevitable pro¬ 
letarian challenge. He even backed down on 
‘Red Friday’ because as he later explained 
‘we were not ready’. The Organisation for the 
Maintainance of Supplies was established -Its 
aim was to organise those citizens who would 
be prepared to vdunteer to maintain supplies 
and services in the event of a general strike’ 
i.e. to scab and smash the strike. More direct 
tactics were also used. Twelve leading Comm¬ 
unists were arrested in the autumn to get troub¬ 
lesome elements out of the way for a few weeks. 


By the spring of 1926 the bourgeoisie was 
in a position of such strength that it felt it 
could defeat the working class and paralyse 


the trade union movement for years. Once the 
strike started, the fill 1 resources of the capit¬ 
alist state (operating under the legal cover of 
the Emergency Powers Act) were used to win 
the propaganda war and smash the strike. The 
Tories set up the ‘British Gazette’ while the 
police and armed forces were used to move 
supplies and increasingly to defeat the strik¬ 
ers by the use of violence. At Liverpool, two 
battleships, three destroyers and a troopship 
were stationed in the Mersey for the duration 
of the strike while baton charges on crowds 
was a common sight. Armed troops escorted by 
armoured cars broke through the mass picket 
at the London Docks. 

So much for the reform¬ 
ist illusion that the state is neutral and some¬ 
how above society. 


But what about the leaders of the working 
class movement, the trade union leaders - 
surely they too were mobilising their support¬ 
ers for the inevitable confrontation? The truth 
of the matter is that they did nothing. Up un - 
til the last moment they were attempting to 
come to some sort of compromise with the Tory 
Government. Once the strike started, their ma¬ 
jor aim was to limit, inhibit and de-escalate 
the struggle. They were absolutely terrified 
of the militancy of rank and file trade union - 
lets. Thomas, the General Council’s General 
Secretary, gave the game away when he later 
commented ‘What l dreaded about this strike 
more than anything else was this, if by any 
chance it should have got out of the hands of 
those who would be able to exercise some 
control.’ 


The TUC continually stressed that the con¬ 
frontation was economic and not political, 
thus ignoring the fact drat a general strike is 
implicitly revdutionary -a general strike po - 
ses the whole question of power. Their igno - 
minious capitulation to the government, leav¬ 
ing the miners to fight alone, and Thomas s 
declaration ‘I have never disguised that, in a 
challenge to the constitution, God help us un¬ 
less the government won’kre fitting epithets 
to the spineless treachery of these class coll - 
aborators. 


However, despite the fact that the Commu ¬ 
nist Party analysed the disaster in terms of 
‘a failure of leadership' ’ a certain amount of 
blame for the defeat must lie with the politics 
of those socialist militants organised in the CP 
and the Minority Movement. J. Murphy, the lead¬ 
ing theoretician in the shop stewards movement., 


made the point in his influential pamphlet 
‘The Workshop Committee’ that it is mistaken 
-if understandable -to accuse trade union lea - 
ders of treachery. The realpoint was that they 
occupied a different social position, and that 
the new social position meant that their inter - 
estdwere ultimately different from those of 
the rank and file members. 

Nevertheless, militants never really leamt 
the lesson that the trade union leadership is a 
bureaucratic caste which vacillates between 
the bourgeois state and the working class. - 
Their direct social interests necessitate their ■ 
taking an antagonistic position towards the 
workers’ revolution. After all, hadn’t they shown 
their mettle in 1919 when the res pnse to Lloyd 
George’s question ‘are you ready to take over?’ • 
was abject defeatism. 


From that moment on said Robert Smillie, 
the miners’ leader, ‘we were beaten and we 
knew we were. 


This fatal relationship with, and dependence 
on, the General Council meant that revolution¬ 
aries could not take full advantage of the sit¬ 
uation, they were unable to argue for the insti - 
tutional and organisational forms of working 
class power which could have challenged the 
bourgeois state. The CP’s most militant de - 
mand was ‘All power to the General Council’ 
and this at a time when a situation of near dual 
power existed in the North East, when various 
Councils of Action were forming defence groups 
to protect pickets from police attacks, and when 
various workers were beginning to take offen - 
sive action e.g. mass picketing and the derail¬ 
ing of a scab train at Cramlington .. 


In the present situation there is an inherent 
tendency towards a general strike. Militants 
must not repeat the mistakes of those in 1926. 
Any organisation for a general strike must be 
developed independently of the trade union bu - 
reaucracy. We must recognise that these class 
collaborators cannot be trusted. In the event of 
a general strike, militants and socialists must 
be active in forming broadly based Councils of 
Action and develop these into our own organ - 
isations of working class power. Only then can 
we win a general strike. . 

Elizabeth Black 



The miners’ struggle is developing towards 
the most decisive confrontation that the Tory 
government has had to face. As the miners’ 
claim threatens to shatter Phase 3 and leave 
the government policy in ruins, we see vast 
preparation by the government to build a 
campaign against the miners. 

The fight will be by far tougher than the 
1 971/72 strike. The Tories now consciously 
see that if the miners wreck Fhase 3 the re¬ 
sult will be an international distrust of the 
British economy, a run on the pound and a 
continuation of massive trade deficits. 


'LAW AND ORDER’ ' 


The margin of confidence of the bourgeois 
investors and profiteers is at its thinnest in 
the present economic climate.If this govern¬ 
ment cannot hold the working class down on 
the wages front, the bourgeoisie will panic 
and a collapse of the stockmarket will follow. 
The ruling class will use the media to blame 
all on die working class and the Tories will 
hold a ’law aid order’ election on the basis 
of “who governs the economy.’’ 

The Phase 3 legislation is the stopline 
over which no mass body of workers will be 
tallowed to cross .This is Heath’s ruling. He 
has made it quite clear that those who wish 
to challenge Phase 3 challenge the “demo¬ 
cratically elected representatives of the 
people; Her Majesty’s Government.’’ His 
economic policy hinges cm Phase 3. The only 
bending of this policy that will be allowed, 
via negotiation, will be strictly within the 
‘anomalies’ or ‘special cases’ categories 
that are allowed in the Pay Code. 

LESSON ON THE FIREMEN’S STRIKE 


The Code can not only be bent; it can be 
broken. The firemen’s strike and the subse¬ 
quent wage settlement was labelled a ‘special 
case* by the government and it was presented 
to the rest of die working class as such via 
the media. The"firemen’s rise broke the Phase 
3 Pay Code not as a ‘special case’ but bec¬ 
ause the firemen took sufficient action that 
moved the government to pay them. Phase 3 
was forgotten because a panic broke out am¬ 
ong the bourgeoisie over the issue. As scabb¬ 
ing fire chiefs and army ‘drafts’ failed to cope 
with fire after fire, bumt-out warehouses and 
shops were presenting frenzied investors in 
insurance companies with the spectre of a 
flood of claims. The ruling class slander 
campaign, that the firemen’s strike was caus¬ 
ing people to die in fires, was dropped as 
soon as the flames licked up the bourgeoisies 
property. The demands of the firemen’s claim 
were met, in spite of their treacherous union 
leadership, and Phase 3 had had a small hole 
punched in it. The government had been un¬ 
prepared and the trade union movement watched 
the results .The firemen became a ‘special 
case’ and a battery of ruling class ide logy 
was opened up on die trade union leaders at 
Downing Street, in order to convince them of 
this. It is this ‘special case’ ideology on 
which the government hinges all its plans to 
use the leadership of the National Union of 
Mineworkers (NUM) and its allies at some fu¬ 
ture point of the struggle. How much of a 
‘special case’ die miners are will be the 
point around which the NUM Executive hope 


THE N.U.M CLAIM 

£35 minimum surface workers 
£40 minimum underground workers 
£45 minimum underground (higher grades) 
Plus an extra weeks holiday 

THE N.C.B OFFER 

£27.50 minimum surface workers 
£30 minimum underground workers 
£32.50 minimum underground (higher grilles) 
Plus an extra days holidat 
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MINERS CLAIM 


The g rants campai gn_ 

left turn 


to negotiate, 

ROLE OF THE NUM EXECUTIVE 

On the 26th of November, the campaign of 
the National Coal Board (NCB) started. Every 
national newspaper carried large advertise¬ 
ments purchased by the NC£ outlining their 
pay offer. The NUM replied on the 30th of 
November with a campaign as wide^tread as 
the NCB’s. It was this advert that reveal ed 
the true attitude of the NUM Executive .The 
NUM advert stated that they were trying to 
stop men leaving the pits at the rate of 600 
a week and their case ended with the plea 
“Our claim is not based on greed It is not 
an attempt to run the country or kick out the 
government. We are just recognising the facts 
of life.” 


The NUM Executive is not willing to take 
on the government .It will try and present the 
miners as a ‘special case’ and hold back 
the call for strike action as long as possible, 
and continue with the overtime ban. The mod¬ 
erates in the NUM Executive are led by Gorm* 
ley, and they have to face the ‘left’ on die 
Executive which holds the overwhelming maj¬ 
ority. These ‘lefts’ outspokenly represented 
by Lawrence Daly are watching die govern¬ 
ment to see if they are weakening. The threats 
from Heath and his preparations for a strike 
and his ability, at this stage, to whip up a 
slander campaign against the miners, are the 
barometer by which the oscillating Executive 
will judge the time to take strike action As 
Heath is film, the Executive will move to com¬ 
promise .But there is another force which the 
NUM will have to respect, and that is the NUM 
membership which grows stronger each day in 
its determination to win the whole claim. 

They will force the NUM Executive to act. 

More and more of the NUM membership reject 
the apoliticism of the Executive's desire to 
settle via tile ‘special case.’ With the 3-day 
week imposed by ‘the energy crisis’ and the 
massive cut-back in electricity supply. Heath 
wall use this to whip up a campaign against 
the miners. The Executive will try not to move 
to a strike ballot when they next meet in mid- 
January. The membership must push their 
Executive to action, for it is clear they cannot 
win their claim without smashing Phase 3 or 
without bringing down the government, and 
that can only be done by strike action. 


GORMLEY SPEAKS 


"National Interest means a lot to miners'^ 


was closed to scab lorries) a regular occurr¬ 
ence outside every power station in die coun¬ 
try - 

STATE VIOLENCE 


As the government loses its ideological 
slander campaign it will increasingly turn to 
use force and violence to break the strike . 
Anti-picket squads of police are being !*>eci - 
ally trained for this role. The miners’ strike 
will bring about direct confrontation between 
the rest of the working class and the state.. 


SOLIDARITY 


In this atmosphere, anti government feeling 
will run high and it will be then that the poss¬ 
ibility of an alliance with the engineers and 
the railwaymen can be made. It will be the 
miners’ struggle and support for it that will 
force Scailon (AUEW) an d Buckton (ASLEF) 
to fight with the miners. The pressure from 
their membership to do so will be tremendous. 
The recall of the TUC General Council in 
this period for the calling of a General Strike 
against a government using police and army 
violence against the miners is a demand that 
must be prepared for now. Militants in all in¬ 
dustries must discuss these possibilities and 
prepare for them. In this intensification of the 
class struggle, the TUC leadership, every un¬ 
ion bureaucrat, every ‘left’ leader, and every 
Labour politician will act against die miners 
and those in solidarity with them .Their long - 
standing treacherous role will be emphatically 
revealed. 

WORKERS’ COUNCILS 


At some sta e in the fight against the gov¬ 
ernment, it will be absolutely necessary to 
break from the traditional institutions of the 
labour movement .Wotkers who are fitting 
with the miners must form Action Councils, 
made up of delegates from trade union branches 
and strike committees, separate from the TUC. 
The struggle cannot be won without the for¬ 
mation of independent workers’ councils . 

Now is the time to smash the Labour bur¬ 
eaucracy. It can only done if every militant 
uses the coming lessons to show clearly to 
all workers the role of their leaders who have 
held their trust for too long. 

BOB CAMPBELL. 


As a moderate it means there comes 
a time when I must say to the militants 
enough is enough let us negotiate ** 


When the miners’ strike occurs, we will 
see a collision with the government that will 
make the Saltley Coke Works demonstration 
(in 1971/72, a large police contingent was 
smashed by massed pickets and so the plant 


Interest 

Since nationalisation, t h e 
N.C.B. has paid out over £600 
million in interest charges. It has 
released capital into private hands 
for investment in the profitable 
“growth” sections of the economy. 
Last year alone, it paid out £33$ 
million in interest. 


December 13th 1973 


The Left made substantial gains at the 
recent NUS conference at Margate, particu¬ 
larly over the crucial grants’ action canuaign 
Conference, in supporting the IS dominated 
‘Left Alternative’s’ call for a national rent 
strike and the censure of the executive for 
its mishandling of the campaign, pledged it¬ 
self to more militant tactics Ihis term. 

Nevertheless, this is no guarantee that 
militant action will actually occur. .The inter - 
nal split within the executive is there for all 
to see. The two IS members of the executive 
face a ‘Broad Left’ coalition of four CP mem¬ 
bers and their five allies, while the remainder 
of the executive usually follow Randall and 
have no consistent position. Randall himself 
veers with the dominant wind .Much to the 
CP’s disgust he voted for the ‘Left Alternat¬ 
ive’ resolution on a national rent strike. We 
should not be misled into thinking that this 
indicates a conversion to militant politics as 
far as Randall is concerned. He wants to be 
re elected at the next conference, and is des¬ 
perately looking around for a new basis of 
support. At the moment the tide is running in 
the Left’s favour: he could just as easily turn 
to the Right. 


It is equally important to ensure the par¬ 
ticipation of the weakly organised sections 
in the technical colleges and colleges of fur¬ 
ther education. We must stress the importance 
of building local grants action committees 
with representatives from different colleges 
in an area which can really help with the prob¬ 
lems of those students in these weak sectors 
in terms of finances, facilities, etc. It must 
be made clear that there will be no backdown 
on any of the demands of the campaign. Right 
wingers within the student movement will att¬ 
empt to defuse the campaign by putting forward 
the suggestion that university students should 
forego grants increases in order that the wea - 
ker sections -those on discretionary awards, 
unsupported mothers, etc. -can get more. - 
This is a standard right wing ploy designed 
to split those in dispute, and must be firmly 
resisted. 

To asstiMe. however, that the adoption of 
militant tactics and the establishment of rank 
and file control of the campaign will lead to 
victoiy is simply naive or mistaken. Militancy, 
alone, is not enough. The campaign must be 
given political direction. It must be placed in 
the context of Phase 3 and links must be for - 



The executive is so split that even if it 
wanted to mobilise real support for die de¬ 
mands of the campaign (which is doubtful for 
the majority of the members of the executive) 
it is unlikely to be in a position to do so. Mili¬ 
tants will have to use the weight of the con - 
ference mandate to organise for direct action 
in the colleges this term -including rent strikes 
and occupations. 

We have to realise, too, that the key to any 
sort of meaningful campaign lies in the active 
participation of the mass rank and file of the 
student body. It is necessary to take control 
of the struggle from the student union bureau¬ 
cracies and place it in the hands of rank and 
file grants action committees, directly ans¬ 
werable to the mass of the students. 


ged between the students' struggle and the^ 

workers’ struggle against the Tories’ pay 
laws. The ‘student-worker solidarity’ plati • 
tude must be turned into a fighting reality by 
giving financial and physical aid to those 
workers fighting the government. Anti-Phase 3 
fighting funds must be established at all coll - 
eges, students must help strengthen picket 
lines, colleges occupied to provide accommo - 
dation for flying pickets. Students cannot win 
their demands by pleading as ‘a special case’ 
and by confining agitation to a ‘fair grants 
now’ campaign. Only when the Tories are 
brought down through mass direct action by 
workers can any real advan ces be made, and 
in this students have an important role to play. 

Peter James 
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IRELAND 


IHEJORGDTTEH REVOLUTION 


Editorial note: The following article is written 
by a member of the Official Republican Move- 
f. ft does not reflect ORA policy. However, 
we welcome such contributions and hope that 
readers will reply to the points raised. 


Those actively engaged in the Irish struggle 
feel a deep sense of isolation. TV pictures 
from England show demonstrations in siqiport 
of the revolution in Chile, Vietnam, Palestine 
and so on, but rarely do people in Belfast or 
Derry see mass sigrport for their struggle in the 
streets of British cities. Much of this is, of 
course, due to the highly effective censo rship 
and blatant distortion of Irish news in British 
papers and to the historical disinterest of Brit¬ 
ish perple in the Irish question. 


Still the most common comment is ‘Bring 
out our troops and let them get on with it" It 
is not as simple as that and even the most 
crass analysis will point to the reasons why. 

It is because Ireland is economically valuable 
and because a defeat for British imperialism in 
Ireland could have grave consequences for the 
balance of society in this country. On all this 
the British ‘left’ is in agreement, but little has 
been or is being done to lend support to those 
in the front line in Ireland or to bring home the 
truth of the situation to the British people. 


A starting point with most people, including 
those who like to see themselves as a part of 
that nebulously defined ‘British left’ is to for - 
ce people into asking themselves why the Irish 
situation is so violent and bloody. By violence 
what is meant is the whole range of violence, 
not simply those events associated in most 
minds with the Provos. What caused ordinary 
and unorganised working people to take to the 
streets in 1968> 1969 and so on? What caused 
these people to put their homes, families and 
lives at stake in hand-to -hand conflict with 
armed police, B-men, and later the British 
Army itself? What fundamental sickness in Irish 
society is there that prompts a generation of 
men and women to organise and die in the ranks 
of one of Western Europe’s most efficient urban 
guerrilla organisations, the Provos? Contrast 
such commitment and revolutionary dedication 
with the apathy of a British general election, 
where a 75% poll is a high one, a poll which 
neither injures nor harms any of the participants. 
There is no risk in going out to vote. Contrast 
the Irish involvement with the limp excuses for 
non-attendance one has heard so often on the 
‘left’ or in trade union circles. When this point 
is won home, when the Irish people’s efforts 
on behalf of all workers crushed by the British 
imperialist machine is acknowledged, then pro - 
gress can be made to lending unconditional 
support to those elements of the struggle gen - 
juinely furthering revolution and comradely crit 
icism made of those elements holding back 
success. • 


esses (not least, spectacular ones like Fourr 
Square, Seamus Twomey, and so on) have a 
great impact on all those in opposition to cap - 
italist soc ties. On the other hand many, many 
people in Ireland have through the continuing 
and often pointless campaign been divorced 
from the struggle, become war weary and reluct¬ 
ant to engage the British at any level. Popular 
sympathy abounds, but genuine popular support 
is lacking. The second illusion is that the Stick • 
i«s are filling in the political, gaps and creating 
a genuine revolutionary party. To a great extent, 
they are achieving the socialisation of their 
members and are even forging links, however 
tenuous, with the Protestant side .They are 
also remembering that the Irish struggle is a 
32 county issue and that success will not come 
merely when British troops are withdrawn and 
the boruer abolished, but only when the work¬ 
ers and small farmers effectively control the 
total Irish economy along socialist lines. To 
this extent, almost alone. Official Sinn Fein 
bore the anti-EEC campaign in Ireland. On the 
debit side, however, is confused leadership, 
a slowness to react to events and denial of 
armed struggle, fatal in terms of the support of 
Northern Republicans. Again, though they have 
had the courage to abandon ‘traditional’ Repub - 
Bean values and attempt to forge new policies 
to forward a revolutionary programme. British 
groups should order An Poblacht and the Uni - 
ted Irishman and analyse the Provo and Sticky 





THE STRUGGLE IN BRITAIN 


So far, all Irish support groups in Britain 
have failed to survive changes in the situation, 
being split by the falling-away of the Civil Ri - 
ghts type of supporter and then being prey to 
the internecine disputes of IS, IMG et al, none 
of whom have shown any real grasp of events 
in Ireland anyway. A mass movement must be 
built, if necessary on issues that the British 
can identify with, such as a ‘Withdraw the Troop 
Troops’ campaign. The trade union and labour 
movement must be encouraged to understand 
and debate Ireland. Republican speakers must 
be invited to meetings and discussion forums 
held . A new organisation, the Trade Union 
Committee in Support of Workers in Ireland, 
is attempting to do many of these things, but 
is seriously handicapped by lack of funds 
and contacts. What is really needed, if even 
this type of group is to succeed, is a new 
attitude on behalf of the British ‘left’. Ire - 
land is on the doorstep - it is always the 
struggle that should have priority after your 


REPRESSION OF IRISH MILITANTS 


With cut entering the full emotion of this de¬ 
bate, let certain commonly held illusions about 
both groups be knocked down .Firstly, the IMG 
theory that the Provos are in the vanguard of 
the armed struggle against British imperialism. 
.It is without doubt that the Provos have, through 
their campaign, done much to rock the very fou - 
ndations of British capitalism and their succ - 


Clann (Stickies), Sinn Fein (Provos) are 
always willing to supply speakers and to org¬ 
anise schools on Ireland and to supply details 
of contacts and outlets in Ireland for hinds or 
even simple messages of solidarity. Perhaps 
the Prisoners Aid Committee typifies most clo¬ 
sely the problems confronting these organisat¬ 
ions. Since the bomb campaign in Britain, Clam 
and Sinn Fein have been the subject of mass - 
ive police harassment resulting in fines, impri - 


sonment and a sinking of morale. The worst sen - 
tence so far is of 30 years on Noel Jenkinson. 
Isolation has been more pronounced since the 
recent SASAH6-inspired ‘campaign’. Amazing¬ 
ly, the response from the left and the trade un 
ion movement has been minimal. This highlights 
the problems of the 600-700 men interned in 
Lcng Kesh and Crumlin Road, the hundreds 
lifted in Mountjoy, Port Laoise and the Girragh. 
We are having to fight with one hand behind our 
back. 


The British establishment obviously fear 
mass support from this country. This means 
that they have to be more careful in conceal - 
ing what actually happens to internees and 
tnlitical prisoners, who are now getting worse 
treatment than that received by their counter - 
parts in Aden and Cyprus.Nevertheless, the 
police in this country have benefitted, as 
Brigadier Kitson predicted they would, from 
the technology of terror worked on poor 
Paddy. When will the British activists realise 
that the time to defend themselves is now. 
Nevertheless, the police in this country have 
benefitted, as Brigadier Kitson predicted they 
would, from the technology of terror worked on 
poor Paddy. When will the British activists rea¬ 
lise that the time to defend themselves is now, 
when the technology is being tried on the Irish? 
How long before there are regular midnight raids 
on British activists? When were the police first 
issued with CS gas? How long have they been 
trained to use snatch squad tactics against dem - 
onstrators and pickets? What difference is there 
between the illegal holding, questioning and 
interrogating of the so called Belfast 10 and the 
treatment received by the comrades at Shrews¬ 
bury? Similarly, what difference is there between 
the show trials at Winchester, Coventry and 
Shrewsbury? 


British workers must be shown the identity 
of interests between themselves and those in 
Belfast, Derry and Dublin. The Protestant wor¬ 
ker in the north of Ireland must be force to face 
the quandary of his identity crisis by resolut - 
, and resolutions from British trade union 
and left groups telling him that he is Irish aid 
that his enemy is British imperialism, and its 
native gombeen collaborators in Dublin and 
Belfast, be they orange or green. 


This can be done by: 


(i) British groups and trade unions establish - 
ing links with political groups in Ireland, ex¬ 
changing delegations, ideas and literature. 


(ii) British groups burying their sectional in¬ 
terests and promoting Irish co-ordinating comm¬ 
ittees in each town to promote meetings, demo - 
nitrations and activity. 


(iv) Massive opposition must be voiced against 
the treatment of Irish political prisoners and 
the harassment of activists for the Irish cause. 


(v) Pressure must be put on Labour MP’ S > 
however irrelevant this might seem, as by this 
method the widest possible cross-section of 
opinion is canvassed. 


(vi) British groups should seriously examine 
their attitudes to the Irish situation and ask 
themselves what real attempts they have made 
to contact either wing of the Republican Move • 
menli. Ireland is not 2000 miles away and trips 
to Ireland for schools and information are a 
real possibility.. 


Briege McKeown 


THE PRESS FUND. 


So far income and expenditure have just kept pace with rising donations and sales 
LIBERTARIAN STRUGGLE needs a new composer, better quality newsprint to 
cope with a regular increase in the number of pages. Libertarian ideas have to 
become widesptead in the class struggle which is reaching greater intensity. 
LIBERTARIAN STRUGGLE must be able to increase its effectiveness in this 
fight. 


DONATIONS TO 29. CARDIGAN ROAD. LEEDS 6. MAKE OUT P.O.S & CHEQUES 
TO THE O R.A. GENERAL FUND. 


r If you don’t know enough of the politics of ORA but wish to help Libertarian 

Struggle to grow, why not take out a Supporters’ Subscription at £2.50 a year. 

Fill in the form below: 

su 

su 

B 

porter's 

scription 


1 would like to take out a SUPPORTERS’ SUBSCRIPTION to Libertarian 
Struggle. My address is: 


I enclose £2.50. 

Make all cheques or postal orders out to: ORA General Fund. 

Send subscription to: Libertarian Struggle. 29 Cardigan Road, Leeds 6. 
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letters 


REVIEW 


MIDDLE EAST WAR 


Dear Editor, 

Next time you’re reading a news¬ 
paper or watching the news and the Arab-Israeli 

conflict comes up, then just remember that: 

0 although extremist Arabs give the number of 
Arab refugees as 3 millions, in fact there 
were only about l million Arabs living in 
Western Palestine in i 947 and about halt of 
these preferred to stay in Israel 

* about l million Jewish refugees were taken 
in by Israel from Arab countries while weal¬ 
thy Arab rulers kept Arab refugees in concen¬ 
tration camp conditions as an excuse for war 
and political blackmail, and have preferred 

to spend their vast sums on armaments and 
propaganda rather than use any of their imm¬ 
ense wealth on the alleviation of distress or 
on the raising of the living standards of the 
Arab masses. 

r as British capitalists and bureaucrats pre¬ 
ferred making the ail billionaires and motor 
tycoons richer rather than giving'a living 
wage to miners and railwaymen, mines have 
been closed, railway lines axed and energy 
requirements have been geared to oil rather 
than coal and nuclear power 

* as a result the oil sheikhs while still keep¬ 
ing the Arab masses in poverty have been 
able t ogain, at the ex ense of the workers, 
an increasing hold on stock markets and thr¬ 
ough the power of advertising and of the com 
panies they control to influence the British 

i -- ■_ 

* ninety per cent of the news you read and 
hear is biased in favour of Arab fascism and 
feudal rulers and a good deal of the remainder 
comes from the right wing ot Zionism 

* the truth is that in order to keep the rate of 
production down to the rate at which they can 
invest their ill gotten profits, the oil sheikhs 
have needed a crisis and a war as an excuse 
for the oil squeeze. 

* left wing Israelis have always worked for 
Arab Jewish unity and against the imperial 
ilsts who fought against the establishment 
of Israel and are now attempting to destroy 

* before and since the partition of Palestine, 
left wing Zionists have worked for a bi-nat¬ 
ional state, but the United Nations preferring 
the policy of divide and rule forced through 

a partition between a Jewish state which be¬ 
came Israel and an Arab state which was 
annexed by Jordan 

B. G. Dalton 


Taking your points in order:— 

* Actually it was VA million. What you omit to 
mention is that this number constituted more 
than 66% of the total population of Palestine. 
Since 1947 more Arabs were driven from their 
homes in 1956 and 1967. This, taken with the 
fact that populations tend to increase — even 
in refugee camps - makes the number up to 
three million. 

* We agree that the Arab rulers are corrupt, but 
has Israel a policy of accepting anyJew who 
wishes to immigrate to Israel? The Falasha 
community of Jews in Ethiopia (one of the 

^most feudal and reactionary states in East 

' Africa) have been trying to get into Israel for 
years. Unfortunately for them their skins 
happen to be black. Consequently they have 
been refused entry into Israel. 


* Very true but is this the fault of the Palestin¬ 
ians? 

* Concerning Arab influence in the British 
press. The Zionist lobby in Britain has far 
more influence with the press (and the three 


major political parties) than the Arabs. The 
blatent pro—Zionism of the media is obvious. 
A claim that 90% of what we hear is pro-Arab 
is just not true. 

* are you suggesting that the only reason for 
the war has been to give oil sheikhs an ex¬ 
cuse to reduce oil production? The main 
reason for the war (on the Arab side) was to 
head off the rising internal discontent with 
the existing Arab regimes. 

* it is true that some Israeli left wingers 
fight imperialism but the rest of what you 
say is untrue. The US has used every means 
possible to help the Israeli territorial ex - 
pansion, and without that aid the Israeli 
State would collapse. Britain and France in 
1956 supported Israel to the extent of in¬ 
vading Egypt. The USSR voted for the est¬ 
ablishment of Israel in the UN in 1947. 

Even now Russian policy is ambiguous when 
it comes to the demand of re-establishing 
Palestine. 

* so it was the UN and not the Zionists who 
wanted to partition Palestine? This is a 
falsification of history. Presumably, this is 
the reason, you would advocate, as to why 
the Israelis seized large areas of Arab land 
in 1948 after the original partition lines 
were drawn up by the UN and used the Stem 
gang to terrorise the Arabs into leaving 
their homes. 

Editorial Group 


SW conference 


Dear Comrades, 

Iwas interested in your report 
of the recent Socialist Worker conference. Wri¬ 
ting as a delegate to the conference, I thought 
your report reasonably fair. However, it hardly 
dealt with the part of the conference that was 
really worthwhile. This was when speakers 
from the floor - the ordinary trade unionists - 
spoke of their day-to -day experiences at work 
which led them inevitably into conflict with un 
ion officials.lt was also surprising that you 
didn’t mention the Shrewsbury 24 speaker who 
told how when they picketed one site, they 
were met by the bosses’ son carrying a loaded 
shotgun. I’ve not seen this reported anywhere 
in the left press. There were other items of in - 
formation which you didn’t print . 

Surely your paper should be carrying the op¬ 
inions and aspirations of the ordinary rank and 
file militants and not lengthy descriptions of 
the speeches of Cliff -we can read this in S°c. 
ialist Worker. 

Yours, for direct workers’ power, 
B. McKinley 


Rents 

Dear ORA Comrades, 

Readers of your November 
issue may well have been confused by the con¬ 
tradictory political conclusions of the article 
‘Rents: Legalised Theft’. As the contributors 
of the original article, such confusion would 
seem to us fully justified. The analysis we 
presented of State housing policy within the 
context of an overall anti-working class State 
offensive directly leads to the conclusion that 
existing forms of defensive organisation of the 
working class cannot meet the State offensive, 
and that consequently this represents a crisis 
in working class politics. 


By substituting your own conclusion that 
they are in fact adequate to the task, and that 
tactical recommendations can resolve such a 
political crisis, you effectively knock on the 
head all the key organisational and political 
questions raised for the working class move¬ 
ment by this analysis. 

Hence our conclusion of IS (and ORA) that 
uncritical defence of current forms of working 
class struggle effectively depoliticises these 
struggles by actuaty reinforcing increasingly 
inadequate versions of what the struggle is 
fundamentally about. 

What is needed at this point is the debate, 
a debate through which the revolutionary pot¬ 
entialities of the struggle can be recognised 
and built upon. 

Yours fraternally, 

Giles Oliver, 

on behalf of East London Anti- 
Rents Group, 

7 Queensgate Villas, 

Victoria Park Road, 

Hackney, London E.9 


THE THREE PH.ASETRICK : a handbook 
on inflation and phase 3. Counter Informatics 
Services sixth anti-report. Price 30p from - 
C I S , 52 .Shaftsbury Ave., London 1V1. 

"Since November 1972 the growth of real 
incomes has been held back whilst prices 
and profits have soared. These trends will 
continue under Phase Three. 

We document what has happened to prices, 
wages and profits since the governments 
present policy was introduced; we demon¬ 
strate that the causes of the present 
inflation are rooted in our economic system 
and we conclude that the policy cannot 
succeed in its professed aim, to restrain 
inflation by controlling wages, prices and 
profits. 

What the policy may succeed in doing, 
if we let it, is to hold back the living stand¬ 
ards of wage earners to the benefit of profits. 
The profiteers will be shielded from the con¬ 
sequences of the inflation which will contin¬ 
ue unabated. This we believe is the policies 
real objective, ’f 


'HEATH’S CONCERN’ 


In the November issue of Libertarian Stru¬ 
ggle, which was edited by ORA (N. London), 
an article appeared entitled ’Rent: Legalised 
Theft’. Although this article was based on an 
article provided by the East London Anti- 
Rents Group, it did not throughout reflect the 
opinions of this group, having been edited and 
its conclusion rewritten. N. London ORA apo¬ 
logises for any misleading impressions that re¬ 
sulted from the juxtaposition of this article 
and an advertisement for a pamphlet put out 
by the East London Anti Rents Group. 

Furthermore, as it appears this group were 
mistaken in believing that material provided 

by" them' would not be edited or rewritten (as 
was the case ) we must also apologise for 
this. 

N. London ORA 


Ireland: 
support for 
Provos 


Dear Comrades. 


With regard to R. Sandell’s 
letter in December L.S. .J would like to make 
a few points. His criticisms of certain dec¬ 
larations and actions of the Provos exhibit¬ 
ing eg. racism, are accurate, and obviously 
these aspects are to be deplored. But to let 
such facts take precedence over the central 
struggle in Ireland is morally and tactically 
incorrect. Anyway, R.S. should be aware 
that the reactionary views of some Provos 
are not those of them all. For example, 

Gerry O’Hare, formerly part of the Provo 
leadership and now in prisonin the South, 
is a left-wing socialist. Also one finds an 
increasing revolutionary consciousness 
amongst the younger Provos, ( eg. the 
Andersonstown Provo paper reviewing Fan on) 
There are many other examples. 


The Provos’ struggle is an 
anti—Imperialist one. It is true that it was 
the British ruling-class’s attempts to ’unite’ 
Ireland in the 1960s that provoked the Orange 
reaction and the present crisis. But surely 
no libertarian socialist would be stupid enough 
to assert that military struggle against 
Britain’s imperialist armed forces is not 
harmful to imperialism’s interests. Out of an 
anti —imperialist struggle an explicitly 
revolutionary struggle can arise, but not sep¬ 
arately. Our main criticisms of the Provos 
must be their failure to involve the Southern 
working-class in the struggle, as well as at 
all times the reactionary aspects R.S. cited. 

We have to see Ireland in terms of an imper¬ 
ialist relationship since the 17th century. 
Consequently, I hope ORA soon changes its 
policy to one of solidarity with the Provision¬ 
al IRA’s military struggle. 


Yours fraternally, 


This pamphlet completely exposes the 
Tory governments prices and incomes 
policy, and shows that the state pay laws 
amount in fact to a disguised wage cut. 

Wages as a proportion of total incomes have 
fallen while profits have increased substant¬ 
ially. Meanwhile price rises, particularly 
food, have continued to bite into the real 
wages of workers. For example, a manual 
worker with two child ren on the average 
industrial wage of£36.20 in October 1972 
would have received a net increase of only 5.4%, 
which is under the norm of £1 plus 4%. This in 
a period when prices rose 9%, and the cost of 
basic foods even higher. 

But what of Heath’s alleged concern for the 
lower paid? Surely if all those greedy dockers were 
to have their pay rises curbed the lower paid 
would benefit as the rate of inflation slowed 
down? So Heath’s public relation argu ment runs. 

In fact the plight of the 1 over paid has wors¬ 
ened during Phases 1,2 and 3. They pay a far 
greater proportion of their incomes on basics - 
food , heating .rents etc., which have risen more 
rapidly than anything else. Moreover, the fact 
that the lower paid are poorly organized means 
that they cannot fight effectively for even nominal 
wage rises. Many workers in this sector are also 
subject to the poverty trap by which wage rises 
are often followed by welfare cuts, thus leaving 
the worker in a worse condition than before. Even 
the Financial Times has commented that the 
lower paid sections are worse off — pointing out 
that "to cover the rise ot more than 107 c in 
living c cats which this group has suffered he 
would need to raise his gross pay by 187 c”. 


CRISIS RIDDEN 


Inflation must not be seen as some blemish on 
‘the otherwise immaculate face of capitalism but 
as a natural result of declining,, crisis-ridden, 
stagnating capitalism which is characterised by 
a decline in productivity, a decline in capital 
investment in important sectors of the economy 
and galloping inflation as firms no longer absorb 
increased production costs. 

In Britain the spiral of inflation has been 
intensified by E.E.C. entry, V.A.T., the Housing 
Finance Act and speculation with raw materials and 
foodstuffs. The real point for the Tories is not to 
control inflation but to ensure that British 
capitalists don’t have to pay for it. 

In this they have had much success. The 
sullen acceptance of Phase Aand the defeat of 
those sections of workers who challenged the 
restrictions of Phase 2 necessarily meant that 
capital benefited at the expense of labour With 
wage levels held down the bosses have had a 
field day. The increase in profit levels has been 
phenomenal. The % increase per employee rose 
dramatically when compared with the Junel97l _ 
March ’72 period. 

Phase 3 too luifl be characterised by inflation, 
:s in living standards and boosts for profits 

unless workers use their industrial power to smash 
Phase 3 aid kick out the Tories. 


A1 McNeillie 
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mill NEW LESSON’ 

bnlLE: TO BE LEARNT AGAIN 



Throughout his reported statements Allende 
stressed the willingness of the UP leadership 
to ‘ exercise the taw and compensate in fair 
manner’. With the knowledge that over a period 
of 40 years the copper industry alone drained 
40% of Chile’s national wealth,compensation 
for assets expropriated from international 
corporations was to take the form of annual 
cash instalments paid over a period of thirty 
years plus interest.This contradicts the 
statement of Allende, made in his first Annual 
Message to Congress: The agreement with 
American industry has shown once more that 
the government is giving a fair deal to foreign 
capital without renouncing the basic interests 
of our nation’. However, such contradiction 
is nothing when compared with the marxist 
stances and actual political practice of the 
Unidad Popular coalition when faced with the 
‘threat’ of revolutionary expropriations by the 
Chilean workers, and that of a relatively 
unified ruling class with the support of the 
aimed forces. 

"nte fear of alienating powerful sections of 
the bourgeoisie as a result of ‘ultra-leftist’ 
acts like mass factory occupations, seizures 
of land, etc. posed the question of survival 
to the first ‘democratically elected marxist 
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government’ in no uncertain terms. Either a 
working class inspired by the prospect of real 
socialism would push the UP leftwards until 
in the face of the reformists reluctance it 
would be swept away or transformed under 
the weight of the workers’ demands, or - with 
a split existing between the government and 
its mass base - the ruling class would seek 
to re-assert their rule by crushing the workers 
and peasants left undefended. In just this 
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situation, the CP/PSU coalition under Allende 
sought to woo the middle classes and the 
military - precisely those sectors who partici¬ 
pated in the coup. Such a decision was not 
made within the context of a politically back¬ 
ward working class which could not be ‘trusted’ 
with power. On the contrary, the Chilean peas - 
ants, considered backward by President * 
Alle nde, went much further than the laid re¬ 
form policies of Unidad Popular - essentially 
a continuation of those started by Frei and 
the Christian Democrats -by taking over the 
large estates. 

The attempted coup by Col. Souper in June 
1973 provoked a major upsurge of militancy 
within the working class who occupied more 
than 500 factories in Santiago alone. They 
had to fight against both the owners and the 
bureaucrats of the government who opposed 
many of the occupations in terms of legality 
under bourgeois democracy. Widespread sabo¬ 
tage of the Chilean economy by threatened 
middle classes (such as the October 1972 
strike by the lorry owners) which were meant 
to undermine UP’s popular support in fact 
awakened the masses to the necessity of 
building their own organisations. So too did 
the inevitable clashes with the landowners and 
factory bosses, since the government could 
•always be relied upon to act in the interests 
of the bourgeoisie .The UP policy in the face 
of large scale land seizures by the peasants 
was made clear by Allende in a speech deliv¬ 
ered, aptly enough, in the Haza de la Constit¬ 
ution: ‘It is not we who have used the govern - 
ment to transgress the law. Whenever an estate 
has been occupied we have gone immediately 
and triefl to reason with the farm workers’. 


The demands and aspirations of the Chilean 
masses were constantly pushing beyond the 
pathetic reforms upon which ‘socialism was to 
be founded’ in Chile. This awakening of revo - 
lutionary consciousness completely shattered 
the rigidly formulated transition to socialism 
envisaged by UP. 

Through the workers’ struggles against 
the reaction of the right and die reformism of 
the coalition, there developed the ‘cordons 
industriales’ -assemblies of delegates elec¬ 
ted from local factories -which could have 
founded the base from which an out-and-eut 
attack on the capitalists might have been 
launched. Indeed, the workers in the cordons 
came quickly to the realisation that armed 
defences were necessary. However, the atti - 
tude of die Allende regime was wholly antag¬ 
onistic. Workers were arrested for the exprop¬ 
riation of farms and factories, the Chilean 
Communist Party would allow none of its 
members to participate in the cordons until 
mid-August 1973—harassment came from 
every side. These factors, plus the mystifi¬ 
cations about the Chilean armed forces 


•professionalism’ and national as opposed to 
class character peddled by UP slowed down 
the developing awareness of the need for an 
armed and organised working class. With full 
knowledge of tile existence of armed landowners 
on estates in Cautin, Bio-Bio and Malleco 
provinces Allende declared: ‘I have stated 
categorically that I do not want Chilean steel 
to be wrought into weapons with which Chit; - 
eans will fight other Chileans. Fe want our 
steel to be made into picks, hoes, hammers - 
tools with which to work’. 

Despite attempts on an international scale 
to present the Chile ‘experiment’ as an indi - 
cation of the manifestly bankrupt strategy of 
the CP the real lessons of the military take¬ 
over must be learnt and used -not least by 
the workers of Chile who continue to struggle 
in spite of the state repression and previous 
disillusionment under Unidad Popular. The 
disillusionment was well under way months 
before the coup took place. The failure of the 
UP government could not be hidden when 
everyday inflation was attacking the living 
standards of a people already living in pov¬ 
erty, when the black market flourished and 
continued to supply the wealthy, when the 
government supposedly ‘laying the foundat¬ 
ions for socialism’clearly moved rightwards 
-negotiating even with the Christian Democrats 
who, at their most leftward extreme, advocated 
a mealymouthed version of workers’ partici¬ 
pation acceptable even to Tories in Britain - 
‘and inviting the ‘professional’ Chilean army 
to participate . 

The success of the coup d’etat was not an 
inevitable result of the balance of class forces 
as some have said. What was inevitable was 
an armed clash between the bourgeoise ?nd 
the working class in which large sections of 
the army lower ranks could be expected to 
side with the workers and peasants. It was 
this that Unidad Popular failed to see and 
failed to prepare for. Doubtless many of the 
Unidad Popular militants who have somehow 
escaped the butchery and imprisonment realise 
this mistake also and are now fighting the 
Pinochet junta. The failure was so obvious 
to many sections of the working class before 
the coup that it may yet prove to be the most 
helpful feature of UP’s rule insofar as such 
an awareness may have given the opportunity 
to prepare for the inevitable; prolonged guerr - 
ilia war which will be waged by the Chilean 
workers. 

SOLIDARITY WITH ALL ANTI-FASCIST 
FORCES 

VICTORY TO THE CHILEAN WORKING 
CLASS!John Bowie 


. ORA, fro* 29, Cardigan Rd., 
L.»d« 6. Printad by Anyway Litho, 2S2 Briitag 
Rd.. London SAQ Tal 01-274 2431. 


The fascist com resulting in the massive 
defeat of the Chilean working class in Sept¬ 
ember of last year had been expected for 
months. It was the direct result of the reform¬ 
ist policies of Allende’s Unidad Popular gov - 
emment. 


The three years of Allende’s office made 
apparent precisely what the implementation 
of such a limited and reformist programme 
like that of Unidad Popular would mean: com¬ 
pensation for the international monopolies; 
.appeasement for the national bourgeoisie; ex¬ 
hortations for greater productivity and restrained 
consumption directed towards the workers. 
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REDS BESIDE THE BEDS 


‘Hospital Worker ’ was formed just after 
last year’s ancilliary workers ’ strike and has 
mainly revolved around the paper of that name 
The money for the publication was originally 
lent by the international Socialist print shop- 
it has now been paid back. It would be true 
to say that IS had quite a part in setting the 
grouping up - although not completely. 

It’s development up to now and in the fut¬ 
ure will depend on the way IS decide to behave, 

(see their heavy-handed attempt to monopolise NUT 
Rank and File and make it into the IS teachers 
branch. ). So far, they have allowed other group¬ 
ings to have a voice in the organisation and Hos¬ 
pital Worker remains a genuine rank and file group. 

The “Hospital Worker * Conference on January 
12th was attended by 50 trade unionists. It started 
off with a discussion on the lessons of the last 
year. The left-wing inside NUPE had demanded a 
rise to raise hospital workers’ wages to £30 and the 
right had demanded .a rise to bring the wage up to 
£25. The executive had accepted the right s propo- 

Many workers remained ignorant on the in’s and 
out’s of the pay claim; no copies on die pay award 
being circulated in the areas by the Head Office. 
Alan Fisher, General Sccretary.of NUPE, will say 
that the offer has been democratically accepted by 
the membership,something with which union milit- 
ants would not agree. , . . 

A steward from Portsmouth spoke on the private 
patient ban in his hospital.He said that the tactics 
against the private patient system was to remove 
staff from the private patient wards to handle NHS 
wards- there was a 50 per cent staff shortage. He 
also mentioned the food problems at Portsmouth. 

A speaker from the floor told the conference of 
the private patients ban operating at St. Georges. 
There was also the problem of agency staff at thi s 

ABOUT 

'LIBERTARIAN STRUGGLE' 

This paper is written and produced by 
militants all over the country, who are 
active In their trade unions, tenants’ 
associations, claimants' unions, womens’ 
liberation groups, schools, colleges and 
universities. 

we are united by our membership of the ORA 
a democratically organised group , which 
fights for a libertarian communist revolution. 

This means a revolution brought about. «« 
firmly controlled by, the workin gel ass. This 
is the only foundation for a society in wnlcn 
production is for need, not profit, free from 
exploitation and oppression. 

The only way working class power can 
Stress itself. is through workersjouncils 
inthe factories and through neighborhood 
oouncilsfo the communities. Demands for 
improvement in workers’ living standards, 
whether wages, better housing, etc, are not 
33? demands. The working class 

must make each demand a move ‘"wards the 
control of production and the cont,ol ( .°* ^ 
own lives. Therefore every orgamsationjuid 
straggle of the working class must be direct*! 
mid democratically controlled by the workers 
involved. Consemientiy we oppose all groups 
mid parties who take the initiative and 
control from the working class. 


As part of our attempt to put this kind of 
politics into practice, we have rotating 
editorship of each issue of this paper. We 
produce the paper (none of us are profess¬ 
ional journalists) to provide one means of 
spreading some hidden facts, of publicising 
wtaat workers are thinking and doing, to 
workers in other industries, and other parts 
of the country . to talk about what claimants, 
women, immigrants, pensioners and school- 
kids are doing , and to 9 how how these 
battles can be united. 

We won’t give you the familiar shit about, 
“this is your paper”. What we do say is . 

—'tfSE this paper, 

-pass on what you’ve learnt, 

-contact others in a similar situation. 

We know that lots of people have no practice 
at writing articles - but who needs literary 
genius ? An essential factor in the develop¬ 
ment of the working class movement is the 
communication of details and the lessons of 
its various straggles. 

The editorial group producing this paper 
wish to state that signed articles do not 
necessarily represent national ORA 
policy. 


WORKERS’ POWER - NO SUBSTITUTE '■ 


hospital — the union branch had presented an ult¬ 
imatum over this to the administration and they had 
backed down. As from now there will be no agency 
staff at St. Georges. 

At this point a member of NALGO ACTION add¬ 
ressed the meeting about the need to build links be-' 
tween public sector workers. A ballot had been tak-. 
en of NALGO members, of whom 50% had voted.the 
majority of whom were against industrial action.but 
, for an overtime ban over their pay claim. 

The conference continued in this fashion, with _ 
•many speakers from the floor talking of their experi¬ 
ences in their local hospitals.The necessity to 
break through Phase 3 was underlined. The NUPE 
leadership has manoeuvred to get the membership 
to accept the pay claim and ‘Hospital Worker’ must 
increase its’ influence in order to stop Fisher and 
his cronies getting away with this again. 

It was also to be noticed that the hospital wor¬ 
kers there who happened to be members of the Int¬ 
ernational Marxist Group or Workers Fight, two Tr¬ 
otskyist groups .were pushing for liasons with oth- . 
er workers in struggles. Whilst these links must ce»j 
tainly be encouraged, we feel that these militants 
were spending all their time on these issues rather | 
than militancy in the place of work. This is vit¬ 
ally necessary if ‘Hospital Worker ’is going to grow 
as a rank and file group. 

One speaker pushed for the setting up of Shrew- | 
sbury 24 defence committes in each hospital. We 
feel that this is extremely unpractical — solidarity 
for the 24 must be based on union branches,and the 
defence committes would become isolated,as well 
as the fact that militants are very thin on the ground 
and this would take up all of their time. 

While IMG talked of support action for the miners 
— joint action, demos, etc — the IS line was much 
more related to the situation — ie the necessity of 
building a mass struggle by the ancilliary workers 
against NHS reorganisation, with the increased att¬ 
empts at hospital closures,- against Phase 3 -ag¬ 
ainst the employment of agency staff —against can¬ 
teen prices (which will worsen! ) — against bonus 
schemes! which will lead to more and more attempts 
to make work methods more productive .with a sub¬ 
sequent rationalisation of the NHS. 

It was the duty of militants to take the fight ag¬ 
ainst hospital closures to the rest of the organised 
working class ,lo build up effective shop steward 
organisation, with the long term programme of demo¬ 
cratising the unions. In asector not capable of mass 
struggle, it was necessary to make this possible. 

The growing police-army collaboration was talked 
about, while one speaker pointed out that hospital 
workers were productive workers, the finished pro¬ 
duct being the fit patient. 



CAMPAIGNING NOT 


WORKING IN THE CLASS 


influencing the outlook of their working clas mil. 

‘“A'sDeaker from the threatened Poplar Hospital 
in Londons East End talked about the 

rrSBHEs., 

SSfssK 

need for a mass rank and file conference A co„^ 
cnee on this question was being held on March duin 
in Birmingham. The IS is backing the conference all 
the way. ft is being initiated by the various rank and 
file papers in which the IS has a foothol ®“ . d 
Undoubtably there is a need for a mass rank and 
file movement, but as several speakers pointed out 
the movement must not be under the contralo^any 
one political group. IS will be asking that SOClAL 
1ST WORKER be a paper adopted by the movemtn 
This attempt to turn a rank and file into the backya¬ 
rd of a political organisation must be fou^rtt at tne 
conference tooth and naii by all those who believe .n 
the self-activity of the working class. 

The editorial board of “Hospital Worker’ was then el¬ 
ected by the conference - including an ambulanceman 
and a nurse - thus hopefully increasing the likrlihood 
of articles about these sectors, rather than material 

predominately on ancilliary workers 

At this stage we, feel that all militants in health 
work should support “Hospital Worker ’ and help it 

become an active force in working class struggle -r . 

that is while it remains a genuine rank and file group pubUshed by the hospital Workers in the Org- 
with full democracy where no one political group nas anisation of Revolutionary Anarchists, 
dominance. _____- 


U Following the defeat of the ancillary workers 
last strike intkeSpring, militants realised the neec 
for a common organisation and means of comm¬ 
unication across the unions in the NHS. Out ot 
this grew the Hospital Worker. The first Confer- 


Since its founding in November 1971, the 
Organisation of Revolutionary. Anarchists 
(ORA) has developed from being a number 
of anarchists who believed in organisation 
and away from the morass of the traditional 

_l niitl* its 1 anfi.HiriorotlPa 


1 ana away irom me iuui»s ui awiviuuxi 
attracted "over 50 Trade Unionists. Since then anarchist movement with its anti-theoretic- 

__wnrirers. Sales a.1 anti-organisational and anti collectivist 

bias. It is in the process of moving toward 
a cohesive practice of libertarian commun¬ 
ism, the theoiV of which was already ex¬ 
ist iig but was swamped by individualism. 


ence anracicu ^ .—-- 

it has attracted more hospital workers. Sales 
have increased. And it has improved as a means 
cf communication. . 

It has still a long way to go before it becomes 
significant as a force in the Health Service. It 
failed in it’s attempt to mobilise people in the 
fight for the £25 basic claim. As H gr° ws > 
will be able to do so more successfully. To do so 
it is going to extend it’s campaign to democ- 
cratise the unions. It must also move from suppor 
of rank and file actions to taking part in their 
initiation. This involves it becoming an active, 
rank and file organisation instead of mainly a 
newspaper—selling network. 

The main battle of 1974 is evidently going to 
be over so-called NHS reorganisation. It s main 
purpose is to turn the Service into a safety 

for those who can'-— - 

They are rapidly expanding, helped by us < 
taxpayers. They are advertised s pecificaUy as 
•bringing workers and management together . ine 
NHS was won by years and years of bitter work 
ing class struggle. Like every other gain this 
one is getting hammered by the bosses offensive. 
In practice, this attack means no building pro¬ 
gramme, hospital closures, bonus schemes, 
reduction in staff levels and the rest of it. Low 
pay will be further reduced by canteen price 

Inevitably, an organisation of militant workets. 
is predominantly socialist, but there are diff¬ 
erent versions of socialism. The only solution 
to the chronic economic crises is socialism fully 
controlled by the working class. 

This does not mean it should be a united 
front of left groups. Nor should it be dominated 
by a particular left group. Ifone group is in 
control, that group will use it for it’s own 
policies. We can’t rely on any political groups to 
right, or to act in our interests, all the time. 

The only way we get correct policies is by full 
control by the whole membership. Only this kind 
of organisation can provide a vehicle for stru¬ 
ggles in the coming months. 


In this process a tendency appeared within the 
ORA which took on the trappings of quasi-Trotsky- 
i-sm.. This was because they were divorced from 
the class struggle, not basing their practice within 
the working class. This tendency wanted to see 
the direction of the ORA by its “most competent aid 
advanced militants’, rather than by the full involv- 

- ent of the membership, 

This tendency is now outside the ORA No doubt 
the vaious Trotskyist groups among whom they 
'~ V"7 ;ent schemesL scatter will crow Over this. The Trotskyists and 

t afford pri vate p ^ ^ other ‘vanguard leaderships’ see the death of an- 

- ther left group as more chance of their gaining 
power. This exposes their corrmitment to die 
working class as only a matter of tactics. They 
are welcome to these people as we may have lost 
some members but we have preserved our essential 
commitment to libertarian politics. 


We intend from this point to step up our effortto 
expand as ai effective libertarian revolutionary 
organisation, as without such organisation the dis¬ 
semination and triumph of libertarian communist 
ideas within the working class movement is greatly 
hindered. /• 

As rank and file militants and a part of die work¬ 
ing class, we intend to help in the creation of nen- 
bureaucratic, democratically controlled rank and 
file organisation s from w hich must spring the real¬ 
isation that the working class must organise, 
as a class. This will be expressed in the 
formation of factory and neighbourhood coun- 
’ oils that will challenge the power of the ruling 
class and its State. 

We appeal to all those militants outside of 
I the ORA who believe in the self activity of 
! the working class and the creation of a free 
classless society to join us in a movement mat 
will aid in the achievement of such a society. 

, North London ORA. 
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With the collanse of ths nartial rent-strike in 
Oldham, and the rumoured collapse of Kirby’s 
total strike,the militant tenants’ actions again* 
fee housing Finance Act have almost ended in 
the North West. 

Ended in more or less total defeat;the Unfair Re¬ 
nts are still here. The second round of increases 
last October provoked only a brief spasm of ren¬ 
ewed militancy. None of the local Labour counc¬ 
ils - not even those with rock-solid majorities 
like Wigan or Kirkby — have shown any fight. 

( not that they are likely to! ). 


• <:'Thereat* lessons that can be le atm. which 
might prove useful next time around.(Although it is 
unlikely at the present that another major confronta¬ 
tion will blow up on the question of council rents, 
now that the principle of 'fair rents’ has been forced ' 
through. 

Firstly the media — daily press, radio and TV- 
played down news of the rent-strikes. They over-em¬ 
phasised the council’s estimates of tfie numbers on 
strike,at the same time ignoring or briefly mentioni¬ 
ng as claims the counter-estimates of the tenants. 
i Even when a rent-strike in one area was gjven prom¬ 
inent or sympathetic coverage,eg by the ‘Jefties ’ 
of Granada TV in the N.West ,its impact was reduced 
by its local nature. This meant that there was a disa- 
sterous lack of knowledge about similar struggles el¬ 
sewhere. This makes it unlikely feat a national Tena 
nts association ,set up and controlled by the tenants s 
themselves .will materialise. 

Secondly the tactic of partial rent strike— refus¬ 
ing to pay the increase,— has both practical and pol¬ 
itical disadvantages. 

. Practically, solidarity is at once lessened because 
the rents are still paid and therefore nobody except 
the tenant and the town hall knows who is in arrears, 
and who is paying up. Each tenant is isolated and is 
often subjected to intense pressure to give up fee st- 
,rike. They are told that they are the last person on 
fee street Of>estate not to pay; they are sent official 
looking threatening letters which in reality have no 
legal force. 

Politically a partial rent strike has the disadvan¬ 
tage of implying feat fee principle of rent-paying is 
not in question, merely the amount. Resistance mer¬ 
ely to rent increases is fee game thing as agitation 
merely for wage increases, with or without ritual den¬ 
unciation of fee Tories. 

Partial rent strike is better than total apathy.A ‘ 
total strike not.only forces a showdown factor as the 
^collective debt mounts up,and increases the tenants 
chance to win, but also starts people thinking about 
fee whole system of paying rent _ who profits? where 
fees the rent go ? Why are we subsidising the fat slob 
(in the city 7 And so on. 

j Thirdly,the carrot of Rent Rebate schemes (as op- 
|posed to the stick of eviction ) has been very effec¬ 
tive in splitting up the unity of tenants and ending 
'strikes. A weapon even more effective in the inner- 
; city so-called problem areas ( eg Manchester’s Hume 
land Beswick ) where a large proportion of tenants ’ 
are on Social Security. „ . 


from the last round of SUU ,„ M 

was Communist Party controlled, and their idea 
of militant action was lobbying Labour M.P.’ 


Frustrated by the endless meetings which weri 
• getting the struggle nowhere, and by the GMF 
.TRA’s refusal even to consider rent strikes, a 
number of tenants tried to change fee organis¬ 
ation. 

The CP however were irremovable. All their 
Party tricks were employed to remain in control 
•Non-CP tenants never seemed to be called on 
to speak, or had their voting credentials chall¬ 
enged . Eventually after two massive vote* of 
no confidence which the chairman ignored, most 
■ of the tenants left to form an Action Committee 
Its fir st priority was t o organi se a rent strike. 
The Federation continued to meet. Perhaps it 
$ till does. 

Unfortunately the Action Committee in its re¬ 
action against the bureaucratic structure of the 
GMFTRA took as its secretary the first person 
to volunteer for the job.£M happened to be a 


supporter of the SLL (although nobody knew it . 

at the time.) Inevitably she started to use her 
position in the tenants movement to plug the 
Workers Press. Not to be left out other groups 
such asfc/orkers Fight joined in the Fray. 

BORING HACKS 

And while fee tenants were able to prevent the 
.secretary from appearing on SLL rallies as the 
official spokesperson of fee Manchester Ten am 
Action Group they were unable to do anything 
about the endless sectarian bickering which 
now racked every meeting, with boring harangus 
from SLL hacks. This as much as anything el9 
put off unsuspecting tenants who came along 
f rom poorly organised estates to take part in 
their first rent strike, and was certainly a con¬ 
tributory factor in the defeat of the strike • 

It now seems that the rent strikes against the 
Housing Finance Act (the Unfair Rents Bill) 
are over, having collapsed one by one. 

ALAN HUGHES 


.Finally there was the old bogey of various 
sectarian groups, each convinced that it was 
the only correct way forward, who saw fee 
struggle in practical terms of recruiting the 
'best elements’ among the tenants to their own 
sect. 

For them no objective analysis is possible, 
as each group is the true workers’ vanguard, 
therefore the workers* (and tenants’) interests 
must coincide with its own. If they don’t, it 
is the workers who are wrong. Bolshevik group 
regard themselves as being as infallible as 

the Pots, _1__ 

Manchester s experience was perhaps typical : 
during the summer of 1972 tenants came in ' 
growing numbers to the Greater Manchester 
Federation of Tenants and Residents as the 
only available grouping. The GMFTRA, a 


/■ 



I enclose a cheque/PO for £1 as a subscription to LIBERTARIAN STRUGGLE. 

NAME.... 

ADDRESS...... 


LIBERTARIAN STRUGGLE, 29 Cardigan Road, Leeds 6. 

make all cheques/P O s payable to ORA General/Fund. 

^ . ■ n 


groups & contact addresses 


ir you think that the direct control by working people over all aspects of their 
lives is worth fighting for.. 

If you think that what’s needed now is independent rank and file organisation 
linking all aspects of working class struggle - in housing, schools, womens’ 
rights, in work, and all others. 

If you think that the ind^endence of thtfse organisations must be defended from 
takeover by the Labour traitors, union bureaucracies, and the ‘‘NEW leaderships” 
If you think that an organisation is needed which fights for revolutionary politics 
in everyday struggles but has no intention of seizing power for itself 

THEN. JOIN THE ORA! 

LOCAL GROUPS. 


Hull: Marion McCartney, 13 Coltman Street. 


I eert. R0dger Walker ’ 

98, Shakespeare Court, Leeds 9 

Manchester Alan Hughes, 
c/o 100 Oxford Road, Manchester 


York: Neil Hunt. 24 Moss Street. York. 

! are also contacts in Andover. Birmingham, Colchester, Dundee, Edinburgh, Harlech, 
Liverpool, Meat, East and South Lon don.Newcastle, Norwich, Oxford, Poole, Reading and 
Swansea. If you want tobe out in touch, write to Terry Green, at the York Group address. 
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VICTORY TO 



The Tory Government’s announcement of 
a four day week clearly shows that their 
2 day lockout was a strategy designed to 
isolate the miners from the rest of the work¬ 
ing class, and to blame them for the present 
economic crises in capitalism. The ruling 
class hopes to save itself by inflicting a 
severe defeat on the miners and by wide¬ 
spread cuts in the living standards of the 
working class. If the Tories are allowed to 
implement Phase 3 and the miners are 
defeated the working class movement will 
be set back years. 

As part of their stratew to isolate the miners 
the ruling class have used all the means at their 
disposal to brainwash us into believing that 
, their policies are ‘fair and just’. They tell us the 
miners will rec tlve a 1654% increase, with £6— £7 
more in their pay packets. The true facts are that 
if the miners accept the Tories offer they 
will in March 1974 be just 6Ip better off than in 
April 1973. In 3 mths. inflation will have wiped 
this put and more. 


HARDENING MILITANCY 


The ruling classed strategy and lies in en¬ 
forcing the three day week, the lay offs ,and 
redundancies, has only succeeded in 


_idancies, has only succeeded in hardening 

the militancy of the miners at local rank and file 
level. Calls for strike action have been made in 
Scotland. Miners in the Leicester area (trad¬ 
itionally the least militant area of the mi ners 
movement) struck in protest against FrankSmith’s 
(their N.U.M. area Sec.) call for an end to indus¬ 
trial action. At Cannock there was a strike in 
protest against II men being sent home for 
refusing to work in a reduced team. Miners in 
other parts of the area came out in sympathy, 
despite a call by Jack Lally, the Midland area 
N.U.M. President, not to support. 

The N.U.M. Executive has been forced into a 
militant position by the rank and file. The over¬ 
time ban was called as a result of repeated calls 
for industrial action at branch and regional level. 
Past strikes in all industries have shown Trade 
Union leaders willing to sell out its members 
for reasons ranging from bribery to fear of 
prosecution or fear of an undermining of their 
position in full time jobs, often as lackies of the 
bosses. Workers in all industries are increasingly 
realising their power and the cumbersome union 


ITS EITHER A LIVING WAGE OR ITS PHASE THREE 


This is borne out in the fact that 95% of all 
strikes t are unofficial. 

The‘special case’backdown proposed by the 


T.U.C. and the Labour Party panders to the Tory 
strategy. It is used by the ruling classes to 
divide sections of the working class and to keep 
some workers at low rates of pay. If the miners 


win,because they are a ‘special case’who need to 
preserve their differential, it will have little 
benefit to the working class as a whole. The 
T.U.C. leaders have betrayed the working class, 
like they did in 1926 . It has commited its members to 
’unemployment, a lower standard of living and 
further Tory repression. In 1926 the triors were 
Bevan ,Clynes and Thomas, today they are 
Murray, Scanlon and Jones. Scanlon has betrayed 
Ae A.UJE.W’s £10 a week claim .By saying his aim 
is to ‘ Get an offer to the limit of Phase Three, not 
to break it.’ This statement clearly shows Scanlons 
role as a scab in directly contravening his own 
union’s declared policy of opposition to the Tory 
wage control. Jones is also ‘anxious to see a 
settlement or else the nation will be bank rupt’ The 
s y stem that produces a state of permanent 
fS. that cannot meet our wage demands for fear of 
lining profits, does not deserve to exist 

FORCE THE TORIES 


Laurence Daly, National- Secretary of the NUM, 
talking about the strength shown by the miners in 
their overtime ban, said that ‘such unity would force 
the Tories to resign and win the return of a Labour 
Government.’ ALabour Government that would be 
fledged to a reformist programme.. After all the con 
troversy about nationalising the 25 largest companies, 

that appears in the Manifesto is a meaningless 
promise to socialise nationalised industries. As far 
as the mil ers are concerned, Wilson has given full 
l support to the TUC sellout, and has said that he has 
| teai trying to help the Bime Minister #pen a door-to 
slam in the faces of the working class of this country 
Ab for the laws of the ruling class, Willson says,' the 
law must be obeyed’ Laws that keep down living 
standards of the working class ( Phase 3 ), laws 
fiat supress rank and file organisations, by fines 
and threats of prison and laws that ban workers from 
oganisation ( Shrewsbury 4 - Conspiracy Law ). 

All struggles to defend living standards are 
political struggles. This is clearly shown by the 
tact that the 3 day week costs £40, 000, 000 a week 
and to pay the miners is an attack on the living 
standards of all the working class. If the miners are 
defeated the defeat will be worse than in 1926 when 
working class organisation was suppressed and 
strikes were virtually unknown for 20 years. Workers 
threatened with redundencies or cuts in pay must 
demand full pay, overtime on Saturdays and no layoffs 
If these demands are not met, workers must strike and 
occupy the factories. BERNIE NELSON 
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THE MINERS 



So once again the miners are set for 
an all out confrontation with the Tory „ 
government. This time (as opposed to 
1972 ) the Tories anti - miner propaganda 
has had some success. The miners have 
been called ‘ unpatriotic’and ‘in league 
with Arab oil sheiks ’.for their actions 
and the cry of the press iS that they sho* 
'uld all be good patriotic citizens and go 
back to work. 

The situation is quite cleaT—what other 
group of workers can cause a national ‘state' 
of emergency *,two days after an overtime 
ban? What other group of workers have to put 
up with dark, dirty and dangerous conditions? 

' and with the highest rate of fatal accidents 
for only £30 a week ? A reasonable wage can 
only be got by working extensive overtime 
and weekend working . Now die Tories, the 
verypeoplswho have benefited from the recent 
vast profits, their expense accounts and tax 
. free incomes in the Cayman Islands have 
the nerve to tell the miners that they can’t 
have more than £2.30. 


NINETEENTH CENTURY 


To see the importance of the miners’ 
struggle ,you have to look at their history. 

The coal mining industry was the material 
base on which the whole capit alist indust- 
■rial machine was built. The miners suffered 
intense exploitation during the industrial 
revolution, with child labour, inhuman condi¬ 
tions and low wages. Child labour affected 
the middle class conscience,but bad condit¬ 
ions and low wages did not. Attempts to org¬ 
anise strikes and similar actions to improve 
their living standerds were ruthlessly put 
(town, as in the 1844fiurham miners lockout 
and many others. 

Throughout the nineteenth century there 
were frequent mine accidents and disasters 
where the dead were often counted in hundrecfe 
although more often the number of dead was 
■not sufficently dramatic to rate a mention. 
This was regarded in a complacent way as 
part of the natural order ,in much the same 
way as people today regard people starving 
to death in Ethopia. There was a mining dis¬ 
aster at Senghenydd in South Wales in Oct - - 
ober I9i3where 439miners lost their lives,in 
spite of the fact that it was known to be a 
dangerous colliery. It was this diaster which 
caused the Daily Herald to run the headline,' 


•Miners lives at lsch. l*Ad each.’; at the low 
fine imposed for criminal negligence on the 
owners. The fine also covered breaches of 
the Coal Mines Act. _The fine was £24for 
439 lives. In 1910 Winston Churchill had ord¬ 
ered troops in to suppress a long and bitter 
strike in the Rhonda, ending in die Tonypandy 
tragedy. 

Throughout this time the miners were die 
'hard core of the working class movement. The 
Miners Federation was the first modem union. 
Without the miners the Labour party could not 
have been created. In spite of this the party 
has repeatedly betrayed those who put their 
faith in it. To this day the miners provide the 
most solid block of labour voters.for die very 
conditions of die industry where you have to 
trust the next man create a feeling of solid- 
arity and comradeship which leads to a socia¬ 
list view of life. 

The crunch for the miners came indie 1920s, 
Firstly the mines were old, inefficent, fragjnoi- 
ted and run in the, interests of short term pro¬ 
fits for selfish coal-owners. Thus British . 
coal was •uncompetitive’ compared with Ger¬ 
man and American coal. Secondly ,the domin¬ 
ant Conservative Party was committed to res¬ 
toring British nineteenth century supremacy, 
with the Entire intact and the pound sterling 
on the pre 1914 gold standerd and all die rest 
of that crap. So something had to give,and the 
ruling class decided it was to be the miners. 

A policy of systematic pay cuts and longer 
hours was brought in .and a national lockout 
was threatened if the miners did not give in. 
Naturally they refused to give in and the min¬ 
ers leaders A.J.Cook and Herbert Smith coin¬ 
ed the phrase,*Not a penny off the pay,not a 
minute on the day,’. The miners got the supp¬ 
ort of other workers throughout Britain, and 
the government and employers were forced to 
give way, for a while. The employers withdrew 
the lockout notices and the government gran¬ 
ted a subsidy.( Red Friday 1925 ). 

What happened in the next few years is a 
tragedy of betrayal and defeat. The Tories 
were clever and ruthless;-they bought off the 
miners for a time and prepared for the kill. A 
national scab outfit,’the Organisation for the 
Maintainence of Supplies’ was created. The a* 
med forces and the police were posted for the 
.coming class war against the ‘enemy within’ie 
the working class. The capitalist press and 
the newly formed B.B.C. were thenfas now) 
mobilized for a hysterical campaign against 
the selfish miners for holding the country to 
ransom,and the old ‘reds under the bed*theme 
was flogged for all it was worth. The whole 
capitalist state machine was made ready to 
fight die miners. 


IF 
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When the subsidy ran out, Jhe employers 
posted notices again,either accept wage cuts 
and lpriger hours or’Its.a.lockout’. *Nowt 
Doing’was Herbert Smith’s reply,and the min¬ 
ers were out. The T.U.C. were committed to 
die principle of solidarity action and were 
forced by workers’ militancy to call other seo 
tions out. This ’General Strike ’as it has bee 
ome known was far more effective than'its’ 
leaders had imagined. The workers response 
'was very solid aid British industry came gri- 
nding’to a halt. 


The middle-class and student scabs were tre¬ 
ated as a joke,(a sick joke at that ).It was 
only when troops were brought in as strike 
breakers and the *lice began beating up and 
arresting strikers that die atmosphere go\ 
more serious. 


TREACHERY 


The point to remember is that the 
‘general strike’was a success and was 
only defeated by the treachery of the 
T.U.C.General council who called off 
the strike unconditionally after 10 
'days without even consulting the min¬ 
ers in whose support it was called. 


The hated Trades Disputes Act of 1927 
would be repealed.The commanding 
heights of the economy would be taken 
into public ownership.‘We are the mas¬ 
ters now* said William Shawcross aid the 
workers for once could feel a bit more 
hopeful.The highpoint of post-war Labour 
Government policy was the nationalis¬ 
ation of the mines in 1947-. . 


NATIONALISATION 


But from a socialist point of view the 
nationalization of the mines was incorrect for 
at least three reasons. Firstly, the parasitic 
class of mine-owners received £3,000 in com¬ 
pensation when they should not have got a 
single penny. Secondly,tite old system of man¬ 
agement was kept intact under a new name. 

It was the same old bloody gaffer under a new 
hat, still trying to squeeze as much work for 
as little money as possible. Socialism must 
be built from below, based on workers control 
of all levels of production. It is for the wor¬ 
kers to decide what is produced, why, how 
much and who for. The aim of socialism is 
not just equality of conditions, though that is 
crucial, but people taking full control of their 
lives. It is not state control versus private 
enterprise; but neither of these — it means 
a completely new way of organising social 
life. Thirdly, the N.C.B. was used as a means 
to a cheap energy policy and as an indirect 



It was obvious that it would not be long before 
workers began to organise resistance to attempted 
wage cuts as the result of the three day week. 
Bitish Ley land shop stewards are preparing a 
campaign likely to stimulate other grotgvs of work¬ 
ers into similar action. 

An unofficial shop stewards committee has 
been formed from shopfloor representatives of the 
56 B.L. plants throughout the country. They make 
iitclear that the fight is not with British Leyland 
.but with the government whose action has created 
the 3 - day week. The shop stewards attack the 
government for using a ‘political weapon’ to 
defeat the miners. They aim to exert maximum 
pressure on the government to concede the miners 
pay claim and end the 3-day week. 

At British Leyland layoff agreements are limit¬ 
ed to a maximum each quarter under separate plant 
agreements. Although the ceiling varies from 
plant to plant, most B.L. factories have only a few 
layoff days left for this quarter. The shop stewa¬ 
rds are looking ahead to the point when these 
agreements are exhausted and wage cuts are m ade. 
The campaign will concentrate on demanding five 
days pay and includes the threat to occupy the 
factories if the wages are cut. 

• Since the introduction of the 3-day week, some 


workers have used up 6 of th'eir layoff days - of 
which they get 80% of normal pay rates. So far th 
B.L. line is that it is sticking as closely as poss • 
ible to union agreements during the crisis but 
once it really begins to bite they are not going to 
continue to uphold agreements. B.L. workers will 
be forced on to unemployment pay for the days not 
worked. If the 3-day week continues for another 
fortnight it will be necessary to take action to 
defend wage packets. B.L. have made no commen 
about the shop stewards action because it is 
not recognised as an ’official’ negotiating 
body. 

It is to be hoped that other groups of workers 
will have a similarly active response to attempts 
to reduce wages under the 3-day week. This must 
be seen in its true light - a political weapon usee 
by a Tory government to isolate the miners and 
prevent any crack in Phase Three. Trade union 
bureaucrats are already attempting to • find a way 
out’ - witness the TUC negotiating with the gov¬ 
ernment on the basis that they will not use a 
settlement with the miners as a precedent for 
other claims. Note also Scanlon’s statement, in 
contradiction to his union’s policy,that the AUEW 
will settle inside Phase Three. 

The only effective and reliable forms of organis¬ 
ation are those of the shopfloor, both to defeat 
Phase Three and eventually capitalism. 


The dismay and confusion the calling 
off of the strike caused,just when it 
looked like winning,is not hard to im¬ 
agine.Thousands of workers never got 
their jobs back and the demoralisation. 
of defeat was such that it took die 
trade union movement 20years to re— 


STARVATION 


The miners fought on alone for six 
months in a heroic and bitter struggle 
isolated and bombarded with calls to 
, give in.Itwas starvation rather than the 
Tory Government propaganda which 
eventually forced a return to work in 
November 1926. 

During the long years of the Dep¬ 
ression and then the Second World War 
the labour movement rebuilt it’s stre¬ 
ngthen 1945 a majority Labour Gov¬ 
ernment was returned and the New 
Jerusalem appeared round the comer. 
There would be no return to the bad old 
days of the dole queue and low wages. 


means of subsidizing private enterprise. In 
fact the coal industry became a donkey which 
got a lot of stick and precious little- carrot. 

The results of these mistakes can now 
be clearly seen. The N.C.B. was laden with 
interest payments of over £50 million p.a. wh¬ 
ich meant that it always had a lo«s, which pr¬ 
oved nationalization to be inefficent, much to 
the Tories satisfaction. 

AFFLUENCE 


Throughout the fifties and sixties, coal 
was run down, pits were closed and thousands 
of miners were laid off. Oil and nuclear power 
were thought to be the energy of die future •— 
wjth a modem technological image and a cer¬ 
tain novelty appeal. Cars, lorries and a pro¬ 
liferation of motorway networks gave a false 
impression of affluence. Then North Sea gas 
was seen as die great solution which didn’t 
quite work out. This was a policy of great wa¬ 
ste and extravagance and the coal industry 
was a casualty. j OHN BRAY BROOK 
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Ireland: 

THE WOMEN ORGANISE 

* A. 


Irish working class women have al¬ 
ways been doubly oppressed by the 
alliance of Church and State. In the 
■ Republic un til just recently this 
alliance was written in to the Const¬ 
itution. 

In return for the Church’s consis¬ 
tent hostility or outright banning of mili - 
tant political activity, the State supports 
the Catholic Church's dominant position 
The special power accorded to the Church 
in the Constitution was recently voted 
out in a referendum with government 
backing. This was not in any way desig¬ 
ned to lessen the hold the Church has, 
but was part of the deal between London, 
Belfast and Dublin to try and con the 
Northern Protestants that a united 
bourgeois Ireland was to their advantage. 

In the North, the Church has played 
the same ’moderate’ supporting role. 

Only when it f eared a total loss of 
credibility by its followers has it 
criticised fifty years of Orangeism. 

As in most Catholic countries,women 
in Ireland have been the cornerstone of 
die Church. The Church’s traditional 
dogmas on the family, the subservient 
role of women,and on contraception 
has meant a total lack of political 
activity or concern since at least the 
end of the Civil War. 


FROM CIVIL RIGHTS 
TO INTERNMENT 


All this began to change in the late 
sixties when the Civil Rights movement 
gained momentum. Political ideas were 
circulating amongst all sections of the 
community and not even those previously 
excluded could help but take part. 

The hierarchy of the Church tried to hold 
back the movement by appealing for 
‘moderation’, but appeals by priests for 
moderation fell on somewhat deaf ears 
when not only the menfolk, but women 
too were being beaten and clubbed by 
either the goon squads of the Orange 
Order or the B. Specials. 

Women have taken an active part in 
the fight against the British Army ever 
since. Since internment and house -to - 
searching, the importance of women in 
the struggle has become more crucial. 
The Catholic housing estates have 
become even more like ghettoes than 
they were... a natural breeding ground 
for self organisation and the backbone 
of resistance-They give as much protec - 
tion to the armed struggle as it gives 
to them. Even those unsympathetic to 
the terms in which the struggle is 
waged give shelter to those fighting. 


Women now form the majority on protest - 
marches, they have engaged in pun chops 
with the Army, they send signals 
all round the estates when the Army is 



REVIEW 


ANDREA MARTIN -.'Ukraine, Unrest and 
Repression’. Published by the Committee 
to Defend I van Dzyuba and Vyacheslav 
Chomovil, 83 Gregory Crescent, Londoh 
S.E. 9. I5p. 

.Anarchists have in the past often 
exposed the Soviet regime for what it 
is - a country ruled by a self-perpetuating 
authoritarian bureaucracy in the name 
of a long-decayed revolution. At times 
however, we must feel rather dejected 
hy the seeming lack of response from 
within the Soviet Woe - until a Hungary 
wakes us ig>- 

Even so the- Soviet Union itself has 
seemed quiet, cowed by the Stalinist 
terror of the 1930s. It is now becoming 
dear that, after some liberalization 
under Khruschov, evidenced by for 
example, the decision to allow the 


raiding and they play some kind of role 
in the armed struggle itself -there are 
over 60 female political prisoners in 
Armagh jail. 

Encroachment on the power of the 
State has taken place on a large scalq. 
Rents, rates, payments for gas and elec - 
tricity have all been withheld. The State 
cuts off the supply and the people turn 
it back on again. 

Of course the fact that this is so, 
should not blind us to the fact that 
the IRA are no great believers in the 
liberation of woaen. Their 
perspectives on any social issues apart 
from national liberation arc practically 
non-existent and their chauvinism is 
male as well as national. The import¬ 
ance of the women coming out politic - 
ally in Ireland lies not in the fact that 
it is for national liberation or social 
democracy instead of social revolution, 
but in the fact that it shows the ability 
of working people, however previously 
unpolitical their background, to organise 
effectively in times of need or crisis. 
Once the experience of this kind of 
organisation is assimilated, then 
struggle round issues that relate to 
completely changing your life and the 
system can take place. 

MADDY THOMPSON 



'■'publication, of Solzhenitsyn’s ‘One Day 
in the Life of Ivan Denisovich’ in 1962 
'die Brezhnev regime has gradually 
tightened upon intellectual dissent, 
culminating in the suppression of die 
underground publication ‘A Chronicle 
of Current Events’ and its Ukrainian 
equivalent, the ‘Ukrainian Herald’, 
in 1972. 

One interesting aspect of the c entents 
of these two publications has been the 
documentation of dissent by working 
people as well as intellectuals. This 
forms part of the pamphlet under review, 
but the ground has been largely c cvered 
in ‘Soviet Workers Fight Back’ (L.S. 
Oct^l97* p.5) 

The author also spells out the answer 
to the question why the Ukraine? After 
a brief flowering in the 1920s Stalin 
crushed the Ukrainian cultural revolution. 
Under Khruschov, there was a minor 
revival of this flowering. The Ukrainians 
are the second largest nationality in the 
Soviet Union, yet the author details 
evidence of discrimination against 
diem both within the Ukrainian SSR and 
in the rest of the Soviet Union. There 
have been protests, andk significantly 
not only from a nationalist standpoint. 

Two Ukrainians in particular, Ivan 
Dzyuba and Vyacheslav Chomovil, 
have written critiques of the current 
Soviet regime with particular emphasis 
on the policy of Russification and on 
civil rights issues, respectively - 
from a Marxist Leninist viewpoint. The 
authors go back to Lenin's time and pose 
the questions : how has Soviet society 
changed since Lenin’s death and how 
far does official theory currently concur 
with practice ? Their answers* are skil - 
fuk and devastatingly critical : an offic • 
ial reply for distribution abroad only - 
was printed in answer to Dzyuba’s main 
work. This was necessary because both 
authors were attacking the fundamental 
Soviet thesis that, apart from a few exce - 
sses byjitalin, the present government 
and party leadership are the ideological 

heirs of Lenin. _ 

Dzyuba, who has TB, has been releas¬ 
ed following a recantation in print after 
KGB pressure. Chomovil has served 
almost a year of seven in prison then 
‘ five in exile. They are our comrades 
and deserve all the support we can give 
them. The first task is to publicise their 
conditions and that of others, like them, 
languishing in the prisons and labour 
camps of the Soviet Union. As a first 
step 1 would urge all readers to read the 
pamphlet and distribute it as widely as 
possible. 


MIKE MALET 

I. DZYUBA : Internationalism and Russi¬ 
fication’. London 1970 

V. CHORNOVIL .‘The Chomouil Papers’ 
London 1968 


THE PRESS FUND. 


So far income and expenditure have iust kept pace with rising donations and sales 
LIBERTARIAN STRUGGLE needs a new composer, better (giality newsprint to 
cope with a regular increase in the number of pages. Libertarian ideas have to 
become widespiead in the class struggle which is reaching greater ^tensity. 
LIBERTARIAN STRUGGLE must be able to increase its effectiveness in this 
fight. 

DONATIONS TO 29. CARDIGAN ROAD. LEEDS 6. MAKE OUT P.O.S 8. CHEQUES 
TO THE O R.A. GENERAL FUND- 


If vou don’t know enough of the politics or ORA but wish to help Libertarian 
Snuggle to grow, why not take out a Supporters’ Subscription at £2.50 a year. 
Fill in the form below: 


below. __ m _ 

supporter’s 
subscription 


I would like to take out a SUPPORTERS’ SUBSCRIPTION t< 
Snuggle My address is 


I enclose £2.50. 
Make all cheques oi 
Send subscription K 
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SPAIN 


no place 
to go 


RELEASE SALVADOR 


On January 9th a Spanish court 
martial in Barcelona sentenced a 
young Anarchist to death, for kill— 

,irig one of Spairi’s fascist police. 
Salvador Puig Andich.aged 26,was 
found guilty of ‘terrorism’, result¬ 
ing in the death of the policeman. 

He was sentenced to an additional 
thirty years-! — for a bank robbery. 
This would be served if the death 
sentenced were, perchance, to be 
commuted. 

Comrade Salvadoris _two codefendants 
also received vicilus sentences. Jose 
Luis Pons Lovet.aged 17,was sentenced 
to thirty years imprisonment for his part 
in the robbery. Like Salvador, he was an 
Anarchist member of the banned Iberian 
■Liberation Front. Maria Angustias Mateos 
Femandez,agedl6, and who denied being 
an I.L.F. member, was sentenced to five 
years in prison for her alleged part in the 
robbery. 

The one chance for these victims of 
savage fascist represion havtis that the 
sentences have to be reviewed by higher 
military authorities. 

The last official executions took 
place in the early sixties with the garrott¬ 
ing of anarchist workers Delgado and 
'Granados. 


FRANCO’S JAILS 

Of course these sentences are nothing 
new for those comrades in Spain who fight 
b.ack against the dictatorship. Salvador and 
■ the other two’s sentences came just a few 
days after the trial of the ten men charged 
with organising the ‘Commisiones OBERAS’ 
(the communist party front). Hundreds of 
anti-fascists are in Frances jails at the 
moment,many Anarchists among them. We 
must show our solidarity with those in the 
Spanish resistance movement, especially 
those in jail and facing death. They are 
there for us ,we are out here for them.*** 

SOLIDARITY WITH THE SPANISH 
RESISTANCE! 

••♦Send donations to the Spanish Resist¬ 
ance Fund, c./o 84b .Whitechapel High 
St. E.l. 


WIPE OUT BLANCO 


The assassination of Admiral Luis r> 
Carrero Blanco, Spain's Prime minister, 
is to be greeted with approval. While 
the capitalist press will undoubtedly 
whimper about this ‘terrorist' act we 
fail to see them doing the same over the 
systematic terrorism practised on the 
Spanish workers for the last 35 years. 

The execution of thousands of anar- 
.chists, socialists, workers and peasants; 
the death of thousands of others in prison 
from hunger, beatings and disease marked 
the triumph of Franco at the end of the 
Civil War. The labour movement was crush¬ 
ed. 

Since then militants have fought back, 
organising the illegal unions and fighting 
in a guerilla war against the fascists. 

Many were killed and others sentenced 
for up to 30 years. 


Blanco was sttid by many to out-Franco 
Franco in his slavish devotion to the 
Caudillo: - 

'lama man totally identified with the work 
of the Caudillo, doctrinally formed in the 
principles of his national movement and in 
the fundamental laws of the kingdom' 


The assassination was met by the Comm¬ 
unist Party in Spain and in Britain with 
disapproval. In Spain they have always kept 
within ‘legal boundaries' and in their pol¬ 
itics they represent little more than the 
left of the liberal opposition. An interview 
with, their General Secretary made out that • 
the assassination was somehow engineered 
by the regime to justify more repressive 
policies. 

The repression at present taking place 
in Spain is shown by the trial of the Cara- 
banchel 10, the leaders of the Workers 
Commissions - the Basque freedom fighters 
who so efficiently disposed of Blanco have 
strong links with the illegal and semi-illegal 
workers movements 

The struggle of the Spanish and Basque 
workers is increasing. This is all the more, 
important at a time when Spain attempt* 
to present a 'liberal' image in order to enter 
the EEC. 


On April 1st (All Fools Day), the 1972 
Lo cal Government Act comes into force. 
This is supposed to make local govern¬ 
ment more efficient and richer. It repre¬ 
sents the same trend to centralisation 
of capital as do takeovers in the private 
sector - add one big company to some 
little ones and it adds up to more of 
everything (except jobs.) 

As in takeovers, the electors, like 
the workers, have no say at all. Sometimes 
spor adic protests at one area be ing taken 
under die wing of a city force the council 
or government to take notice. This hasn't 
happened much, despite the claims made 
by the Redcliffe-Maud report on local gov¬ 
ernment reorganisation that the new super- 
Corporations would give more opportunities 
for 'grassroots participation' , mainly on 
such vital community issues as the siting 
of bus shelters. Even this hasn’t happened 


CREATE A LUMPEN 


An interesting point about die new Local 
Government Act, which goes well with the 
Tories appalling housing record, is the 
removal of r esponsibility on local 'authorities 
to provide accommodation for any homeless 
person. From the creation of the Welfare 
State, the Council had to provide you with 
a roof over your head 

Naturally, some Councils have always 
ipiored this and got away writh it. Families 
were put on buses or trains for the nearest 
big city. Single homeless people have hardly 
ever been helped,even in big cities. 

Shortage of money was the usual reason for 
not providing houses for the homeless. 

CAMDEN BACKDOWN 

Recently Camden Borough Council after 
union backed pressure from social workers 
found 50 extra units of accommodation for 
homeless families, after first claiming that 
they had neither enough money or accomm¬ 
odation. 


After April 1st, Councils can provide 
housing for die homeless if they want to. 

There has been a campaign against this led 
mostly by groups like Shelter. It looks as 
though they may have some success in rev¬ 
ersing the provisions of die Act to make it 
a duty for councils once more. ^ : 

However this temporary victory if it \ 
comes about will not be the end of the fight 
that all sections of the working class are 
going to be in over housing.Tory attacks 
aren’t just straightforward ones on the wage 
packet. The Housing Finance Act was passed 
to stop councils underselling private landlords) 
as well as to ensure that all services return 
a profit.This combined with die cost of buying 
houses, the fact that less ho uses were built 
in 1973 than any postwar year, the 20% cut 
ordered in local government expenditure, all 
mean that the number of homeless families 
looks sure to increase. 


THE CLAIMING CLASS 


The system is creating a whole new 
‘claiming class' dependent on FIS etc, and 
caught in what is termed the 'poverty trap.' 
The creation of this class takes away the 
need for wage increases and ensures a ready 
pool of lower-paid workers that can be used 
if necessary to undercut the organised work¬ 
ing class. 

In this situation it is vital that traditional 
attitudes that only feckless families become 
homeless be combatted. All working people 
face die threat of this happening, especially 
in the current economic and political attack 
by the bosses. There are not enough houses 
to go round in Britain. There were 16000 
homeless in 1968 and 28p00 in 1972 '. 

The ruling class hopes to take away all 
the gains won by the working class in the 
last fifty years. As a class we must fight for 
our right to housing, as much as we fight for 
our rights to strike, free medical care, to 
organise , to picket. To pass from defence 
of our rights to attacks on their privileges 
will need the strength of all sections of die 
working class. 


NATIONAL FRONT 
VP = NAZI FRONT ^ 


As has been previously pointed out in 
this paper, the National Front has been 
attempting to improve its image. It wants 
to appear respectable and denies that 
it is a Fascist or Nazi party. 


Quite recently, its National Chairman , 
John N. Tyndall (sample quote *Mein Kampf 
is my doctrine’ and *The Jew is like a pois¬ 
onous maggot feeding on a body in an advan¬ 
ced state of decay’) wrote to the Sunday 
Telegraph complaining of an editorial 
(18.11.73) in which was written ‘...author¬ 
itarian Right-wing organisations like the 
National Front...’. Tyndall objected to being 
called ‘authoritarian’. 



His comments in the January 1974 issue 
of Spearhead on the miners struggle (What We 
, Think -Leaderless Britain) shows him and 
, the organisation he purports to lead , in his 
and their true colours. 

After expressing, just like the Tory and 
Labour leaders, his ‘sympathy with the min¬ 
ers as a whole’, he writes : ‘The first task 
of national leadership when the crisis began 


was to move emergency legislation through 
the Commons which would have given the 
Government special powers to act against the 
disrupters of industry. This legislation 
should have enabled the Government: - 


a) To impose on industry a system of com¬ 
pulsory arbitration for a specified period 

b) To assume powers of detention of any 
union leader who sought actively to 
sabotage the effort to get industry mov¬ 
ing in the crisis. 

c) At such time as the need for compulsory 
arbitration may be considered to have 
passed, to impose the law of secret 
ballot among all union members in the 
decision whether or not to work. 

d) To compel the instant dismissal from 
all posts in the trade union movement 
of individuals with a record of past or 
present membership of Communist 
organisations. 


So Tyndali removes the mask of ‘respec¬ 
tability’ to reveal the ugly face of not just 
the authoritarian Right, but the vicious gnti- 
working class face of avowed Fascism. 

The National Front must be exposed 
for what-it is - authoritarian, Fascist, 
_and anti-working class and pro-capitalist. 



Under the guise that they are frotecting us from 
Arab terrorists, the amy has roved Scorpion 
tanks and Saracen personnel earners Mo Heathrow 
airport. 

Wfe have seen what happened when the tanks 
moved in on civilian populations in Greece, 
Checkoslavakia and Chile but we still believed 
it would never happen in Britain, even though 
the effects of the army moving into Ulster are 
plain for all to see. 

Scotland Yard assures that this is part of 
contiftgency plans that have been prepared to 


deal with emergencies’. However it is they who t 
decide what constitutes an emergency. How ■ 
long will it be before a strike becomes defined 
as such an emergency and the military is 
called in to deal with workers on picket lines? 


Ulster is at present the battle field of the' 
British army; they are now trying to widen their 
activities to the rest of the British Isles. This 
is an attempt by the ruling class to condition 
the minds of the working class to accept militaty 
intervention in their daily lives. . . 

We must fight for the removal of militay faces 
fronvaU parts of Bitain before it is too late. 
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EUROPE—1 YEAR AFTER 



Britain has been in the Common Market 
for just over one year, but the depth of 
the continuing crisis in the capitalist 
system has made commentators wonder 
if the market will survive. 


West Germany insists on a common 
policy on oil and Britain on the full pay - 
ment on the regional fund -5 times as 
much as Germany wants to accept. Con - 
flicts of national interests are inevitable 
when the whole framework ii developing 
away from the nation state. The current 
crisis makes these conflicts more acute 
and is slowing down structural integration. 

The plan to start pooling gold and 
foreign exchange reserves has collapsed 
because the major reserve holders are 
terrified that they’ll need reserves them¬ 
selves. The newly -floating franc joins the 
floating pound and lira in their sabotage 
of the mark. Thus progress towards econ - 
anomic integration has been minimal. 


The EEC has not had the effects on 
the British economy that the bosses hoped 
for. British shipbuilding is the industry 
that has obviously been sacrificed. 

Output remains stagnant at 1.2 million tons 
<8 year, when potential capacity is 1.75 - 
.2 million. Realisation of this potential 
capacity would have to be through the 
ruthless productivity agreements that 
happen in W. Germany, Scandinavia and 
Japan. It is these that "ivf. them the edge 
over their British compel, jars. 


The steel industry is gaining from entry 
-feough. Common Market rules have allowed 
price increases of 21% in the last nine 
months. The EEC is also subsidising 

ributing £7 million 
intendcJ to make at least 50,000 steel - 
workers redundant in 10 years. 


The motor industry was supposed to 
jenefit from entry into a slack Continental 
narket. However European firms are sell- 
ng 42% more cars in Britain than a year 
igo and 10% more than they were in Sept- 
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The best hope for the motor bosses 
seems to be in following Lucas’ example 
and building components for European 
firms. They are attempting to solve the 
•crisis by building new plants in areas 
of cheap labour. British Leyland is 
expanding production in Milan, Belgium 
and Spain, while Dunlop is starting to 
lose its national characteristics by its 
link up with Pirelli and plants in France 
and Germany. 


Electrical engineering is getting closer 
to die wall, due to its inability to expand 
into Continental markets while Eurpean 
,fit»s were attacking die British market. 
The Thom-Ericson merger showed how 
a British firm had to join up with a foreign 
one in order to sell telecommunications 
goods in Britain 


Relaxation of rules for bank takeovers 
has meant that this area has become a mass 
mass of international cooperations. The 
dangers for British banking with the link¬ 
ups taking place, e.g. between Paribas 

and S.G. Warburg, is that this increasing 
centralisation will change its role as one 
of the leaders in the rest of the world. 


The EEC has had more success with 
agreements in_the basic legal framework 
on industrial, social and environmental 
policies. These are the least damaging to 
to national interests, the least threatened 
in its transition to a new phase of capital. 
This makes development in this area even 
more crucial. There has to be a common 
legal framework for the EEC: a common 


It is at this level that the EEC is taking 
over the function of the nation state 

The oil crisis has placed a fresh strain 
on the relations within Europe, as well as 
between Europe and USA. But die pro - 
traded crisis in the world economy means 
an Atlantic character truce between the 
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Organisational Platform of the Libertarian 
Communists. (ORA pamphlet) advance orders 
to D. Young, 91,BurgheadDrive- Linthouse. 


Mole Express Manchester voice of revolutionary 
struggle. NewsA-eviewa/exposes/grajhics/ 
features. lOp monthly from 7, Summer Terrace, 
tfen Chester 14 SWD. 


Portugal Libertario. le e divulge PORTUGAL 
(Organisacao Revolucionaria Anarquista) 

15 pence. Para todas informacoes escreve 
a 68 Chingfbrd Rd, London E. 17. Nonda 
tambem as tuas artigos, sugestoes ou 
informacoes. 


Front Libertaire fortnigitly paper of O.R! A 
France. Sample copy from North London goap, 
subscription details from 33, me des Vignoles, 
75020 Paris, France. 


De Vrije Socialist paper of (he Dutch Libertar¬ 
ian Socialist Federation. For copies write to, 
Jan Bervoets, willem de zwijgerlaan 104. Den 
Haag, Netoerlands. 


kiside Story *e radical magazine which 
specialises in the stories Fleet St. won’t print. 
For sample copy send 25p to Dept. AP 20, 

3, Belmont Road, London S.W. 4 


Solidarity, a paper .for militants in industry 
an-’ elsewhere. 6p. plus post from ,1 23, 
Latham Road, London, E.6 


Street Research for practical, grass roots 
research. Issue No. 2 on researching an 
individual. No. 3 on research ip r local auth¬ 
orities and toe legal system. 15p per copy 
plusc.p postage to S.R.B., 86Railtai Rd, 
London S.E. 24 


This emergence of blocs means that 
the Mediterranean policy of building«free 
trade area has fallen behind. However 
trade pacts with EFTA have been regul¬ 
arised and pacts completed with India 
and Brazil. 


LOUSY STANDARD OF LIVING 


British capitalism has not gained from 
entry the way it expected to. What has 
mostly been seen is the collapse of old 
industries and the growth of some new 
ones. However it remains true that British 
bosses still need Europe in order«to be 
able to survive as a class. Their survival 
will be paid for out of our pockets. Phase 
Three and the four-day week etc can no 
longer be taken in the context of Britain 
alone. It is no longe r just a question of 
getting the money to invest. Bosses now 
have to become competitive with countries 
with more docile work forces. We are being 
offered a straight choice : Accept a lousy • 
standard of living or see our jobs given 
to the oppressed Spanish workers or the 
starving Italians. 


The only way forward for workers is 
an international one. Our futures are tied 
together. We can’t break that. Nor, so long 
as we accept the bosses right to decide 
our futures can we reject the choice bet¬ 
ween slashed incomes and unemployment. 
By building links through Europe, across 
international combines at first, we can 
pose an alternative to capitalism -as long 
as the power remains on the shopfloor. 

1973 was die year when British bosses 
made record profits and our living stan ¬ 
dards fell mor.e drastically than any year 
since the war. Without conscious attempts 
to combat this, 1974 will be worse. 

NUPE MEMBER 




Moves by employers to suspend overtime aeree- 
rnenU for Saturiay working during the 3-day wee 
are being strongly resisted by groups of workers 
all over the poultry. Attempts by Midlands bosa 
to ‘mutually’ suspend overtime payments are rec 
eiving a hostile reception footn workers at their 
factories. 


Pleading that the need to pay overtime will 
.bankrupt them, some firms have ignored the 
mutual aspect and are already refusing to pay 
overtime. Workers must not be deceived into 
accepting these excuses. Wien firms plead pov¬ 
erty, it means that it might affect profits At 
the present time it is a direct fight between a 
C»t in profits or a cot in wages. The margin 
of affluence exists no longer. In this situation 
the response of the Lancashire millworkers to 
ban Saturday working is the right step forward. 
Action has to be stronger than merely lodging 
.protests with the local employers association 
.which was the response of the Coventry Ship¬ 
building 1 Engineering unidns. 


Employers; mainly in the engineering 
industry, have had to give way to demands for 
overtime pay forefiergency Saturday work. In the 
textile industry, however, - an industry not pre¬ 
viously noted for militancy of late - the workers 
in the National Union of Dyers, Bleachers and 
Textile workers have refused to do emergency 
work until they are asured of full overtime 
pay for Saturday shiUec Until this happens, the 
millworkers will ban all overtime, shift systems 
and work study schemes when the industry ret¬ 
urns to normal working. 


In this situation demands shouldbe made 
.for 5 days work or 5 days pay. The working cl as 
can only hope to avoid wagecutting on a mass 
scale by making the bosses pay for the crisis. 


PuJ#U»lv*4 ky OltA, fra* at, C«rtof*» 
L.W. t. Ptiatot toy Aaywoy Lath., HI trUU, 
R4,. Loadae t^t.t. tAQ Tat 01-*»4 MM. 


















